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INTRODUCTION

‘Zero Fatalities’ has been Nevada’s official traffic safety goal since 2010 when it was adopted by the
Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety (NECTS). NECTS oversees Nevada’s Strategic Highway
Safety Plan. These strategies were developed by multiple disciplines and partners across the state. These
partners review data and proven countermeasures for an identified traffic problem and then allocate various
resources toward the problem.

Department of Public Safety’s Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) started down this road ten years ago in
2004, when Strategic Highway Safety Plans (SHSP) were first being talked about at the national level by
the Department of Transportation. Back then, everyone knew that the Nevada DOT (NDOT) conducted
engineering projects (HSIP), and that OTS conducted enforcement and behavioral projects (HSP) to
improve traffic safety, but neither of them was quite sure how the other one worked. Participation in

the SHSP has successfully merged these plans and resources, thus gaining the most advantage from
investment, and reducing duplication of effort.

For the Highway Safety Plan (HSP), and for the Highway Safety Improvement Plan (HSIP) of FFY2016, OTS
and NDQOT have the same target goals for the first three performance measures: number of motor vehicle
fatalities, number of serious injuries, and rate of fatalities per annual vehicle miles traveled (AVMT). This is
a significant step in the sharing of resources for an already strong partnership, and brings cohesiveness to
the State’s SHSP.

Critical emphasis areas (CEA) of the plan include Impaired Driving, Unrestrained Vehicle Occupants,
Pedestrian Safety, Lane Departures (Distracted/Drowsy Driving), and Intersection Crashes (Red Light
Running). Motorcycle Safety was adopted as the sixth emphasis area in 2014 due to a spike in these
vehicle crashes and fatalities in Nevada. OTS solicited grant applications in January 2015. Prioritizing these
problem areas and providing applicants with resource guidance to available proven countermeasures helps
to combat their local traffic problems. Funding for 2016 grant projects includes NDOT HSIP funds awarded
to OTS to manage behavioral projects that will support strategies in the unified SHSP.

The 2011-2015 SHSP is currently being updated. At the March 2015 statewide Traffic Safety Summit, CEA
Teams and advocates conducted several activities including a review of team membership, and identifying
strategies and action steps that will help achieve measurable objectives. This will lead to achievement of
interim goals and performance targets for the SHSP.

SHSP partners and advocates reviewed the most recent crash data, as well as the strategies currently
outlined in the SHSP for reliability, analysis of improvement, and next steps in revising the SHSP for 2016.
They also participated in ‘Road Shows™ across the state in 2014 to obtain feedback and suggestions for
revising the Plan. These recommendations are being compiled for the NECTS meeting in September.

High-visibility enforcement of traffic laws and a focus on community-level projects played a large part in the
improvements of traffic safety in Nevada over the past decade. The state experienced its highest recorded
number of traffic fatalities in 2006 at 432; and its lowest recorded number in 2009, with 243 fatalities.

This 44 percent reduction in traffic fatalities was significant, but the trend has been moving slightly

upward since 2009.
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Throughout this Highway Safety Plan, you will read about critical traffic issues across Nevada, and how
local agencies have proposed to reduce or eliminate fatalities and serious injuries caused by these
problems. Statewide, the data indicates that males age 26-35 are represented in the majority of fatalities
and serious injuries caused by impaired driving, lack of seat belt use, running off the road, or running a red
light at an intersection. Being a pedestrian crash victim is the SHSP’s fifth critical emphasis area, where
the male 26-35 demographic is secondary only to males 36-55 years old. This is important to understand
in funneling resources to enforcement, and to public education and awareness programs; this is the
behavioral aspect of traffic safety countermeasures.

NDOT’s Highway Safety Improvement Plan will focus on engineering remedies to reduce fatalities and
serious injuries on Nevada’s roads.

As fatalities are reduced, the ability to reach the remaining risk-taking drivers, passengers, and vulnerable
road users with safe driving messages will be even more difficult for OTS and its partners. In FFY2016, OTS
will focus its efforts and resources on those most critical traffic safety problems identified by state and local
agencies, and all SHSP partners, to progress toward Everyone’s** goal of ‘Zero Fatalities.’

*Nevada Department of Public Safety-Office of Traffic Safety (DPS-OTS) and Nevada Department of
Transportation (NDOT) jointly participate in annual Roadshows across the state, where SHSP strategies
and projects are discussed within local communities to seek input on performance targets, chosen
Strategies, and what continuing efforts are needed for consideration in the Plan. These workshops also
seek new partnerships in implementing the overall plan.

**‘Everyone’ is the fifth-'E’ of changing bad driving behavior; the first four are engineering, education,
enforcement, and emergency medical systems.

2 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



i A N;w-.l.:h'i]l.a:uhl:l:rl of
Pubiic Safety

(e of Tesllic Sadony

HIGHWAY SAFETY PLANNING PROCESS

MISSION
The Nevada Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) provides funding and expertise, creates partnerships, promotes
education and develops programs and projects to eliminate deaths and injuries on Nevada roadways.

HIGHWAY SAFETY PLAN

Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) is a statewide, comprehensive plan that provides a
coordinated framework for reducing fatalities and serious injuries on Nevada’s public roads. The SHSP
strategically establishes statewide goals and Critical Emphasis Areas (CEA) developed in consultation with
federal, state, local, and private sector safety stakeholders.

Nevada, under the leadership of Nevada Departments of Transportation and Public Safety, completed
development of its first SHSP in 2006 and updated the plan again in 2011 (www.zerofatalitiesnv.com).

The 2011-2015 SHSP will again be updated this year after crash data analysis to determine if the current
CEA’s are still Nevada’s top six traffic problems (seat belts, impaired driving, pedestrians, lane departures,
motorcycles, and intersection safety). A broad range of agencies and other organization partners participate
in both the planning as well as the implementation process of the SHSP through the leadership of the
Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety (NECTS) and the plan’s Technical Working Group (TWG).

As mentioned previously, the 2011-2015 Strategic Highway Safety Plan is currently being updated for 2016-
2020 during the writing of this 2016 Highway Safety Plan. During Nevada’s 2015 Traffic Safety Summit,
participants broke out into individual CEA groups. A diversity of disciplines and entities were represented

in the breakout groups so that all advocates and multiple perspectives would be considered: transportation
engineers, city planners, metropolitan planning organizations (MPO), law enforcement, emergency medical
services, and specialists in behavioral education and outreach.

Several resources were shared to assist in the data analysis process, including the following:

e Data reflecting the increase/reduction for each e  Strategies and countermeasures that have

CEA based on the interim goals of the SHSP proven effective (and those that have not)
e (Current CEA strategies and action steps e Serious injury data from the state’s four Trauma
e Recommended strategies from the Road Show Centers (both cost and severity of injury)
participants e (Consideration of other strategies and
countermeasures (i.e., Countermeasures that
Work, 2013)
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Following are some of the major accomplishments that have been achieved since the plan was officially
launched:

e Received the 2009 Safety Leadership Award represented 33 percent of the OTS Highway
from the American Association of State Highway Safety Plan for 2015
and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) in N

H Achieved substantial reductions in impaired
recognition of programs that helped decrease motor vehicle fatalities from a high rate in 2000

Nevada traffic deaths by one quarter; saving of 7.91 per 100,000 population to 2.84 in 2013
more than 100 lives since 2006

e Established the first SHSP Strategic
Communications Alliance (SCA) in the nation.

The SCA group advises the NECTS and TWG e Successfully formed a partnership between
on marketing and communication activities and Nevada DOT and the Nevada Department of

campaigns that relate to the SHSP strategies Public Safety’s Office of Traffic Safety (OTS)
and critical emphasis areas; the SCA also to coordinate messages on DOT dynamic
serves as a central clearinghouse for all the message signs for major OTS traffic safety

SHSP paid and earned media creative to be campaigns such as Click It or Ticket and
shared with partners statewide Buzzed Driving is Drunk Driving

e Successful implementation of the Zero Teen
Fatalities program statewide

e (Continue to expand the use of roadway safety
audits and involve more than 60 transportation
and road safety experts

e Implemented 1,600 miles of rumble strips on
two-lane roadways throughout Nevada to reduce
lane departure crashes

e Awarded Highway Safety Improvement Plan o Ipitiated a policy revision in Washoe Coun‘ty to
(HSIP-NDOT) funding for behavioral safety first consider a roundabout when developing

related projects to the Nevada Office of Traffic new or existing intersection control projects and
Safety annually since 2009; these funds a new standard to include intersection/road

name ‘ahead’ signs at all major intersections.

DATA ANALYSIS, PROBLEM IDENTIFICATION AND SETTING TARGETS

Data Analysis
The process involves a careful review of Nevada crash data in identifying the state’s critical emphasis
areas, or problem traffic issues. The current SHSP has six CEA's:

The SHSP as well as the Highway Safety Plan are data driven. Data is the life blood of any traffic safety
program because it helps determine where to focus efforts and limited resources, and evaluation to
determine strategy effectiveness. The majority of data used in developing and monitoring the SHSP is crash
data involving fatalities and serious incapacitating injuries. This data is collected by police officers at the
scene of a traffic crash on police accident reports, or PARS.

4 | Highway Safety Performance Plan
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Information related to crash incidents, vehicles, drivers, and passengers is captured and maintained in a
state repository. This database contains all of the related traffic information, including date, time, location,
severity, manner of collision, contributing factors, weather, traffic controls, and design features of the road,
to name a few.

Vehicle information may include year, make, model, and registration of the vehicles involved. Driver and
passenger information typically includes age, gender, license status, and injury data. Injury Surveillance
Systems (ISS) typically provide data on EMS (pre-hospital), emergency department (ED), hospital
admission/discharge, trauma registry, and long-term rehabilitation. Roadway information includes roadway
location and classification (e.g. interstates, arterials, collectors, etc.), as well as a description of the physical
characteristics and uses of the roadway. Location reference systems vary around the country, but are
becoming increasingly dependent upon GPS for accurate location information.

Ideally a state should be able to track a citation from the time it is issued by a law enforcement officer
through prosecution and disposition in a court of law. Citation information should be tracked and linked to
driver history files to ensure unsafe drivers are not licensed. States have found that citation tracking systems
are useful in detecting recidivism for serious traffic offenses earlier in the process (i.e., prior to conviction)
and for tracking the behavior of law enforcement agencies and the courts with respect to dismissals and
plea bargains. Nevada’s Citation and Accident Tracking System (NCATS) is used to collect this data.

Data Team

In early 2010, the Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety approved the formation of an SHSP Data
Team which was charged with developing a unified SHSP data message. Activities include recommending
crash statistic definitions that are acceptable to all major data generators and users; initiation of data
integration between the 4Es; and obtaining annual data reports from OTS and NDOT for updating the CEA
tracking tools and SHSP fact sheets. The Data Team also organized the data portion of handouts for the
statewide Traffic Safety Summit conducted in March 2015.

The Nevada OTS Annual Highway Safety Plan (HSP) is driven by the same state and local crash data as
the statewide SHSP to ensure that the recommended improvement strategies and grant-funded projects
are directly linked to the factors contributing to the high frequency of fatal and life-changing injury crashes.
The ability to access reliable, timely, and accurate data helps increase the overall effectiveness of the plan
and increases the probability of directing resources to strategies that will prevent the most crashes and
assist in identifying locations with the greatest need. Nevada collected data from a variety of sources as a
prelude to this 2016 Highway Safety Plan, including:

e Fatality Analysis Reporting System, General
Estimates System, 2013 Data (FARS) °

e Nevada DOT Annual Crash Summary (NDOT) e State Demographer Reports

* Nevada Citation and Accident Tracking System o  gHSP Fact Sheets
(NCATS)

e Nevada Department of Motor Vehicles

NHTSA and NCSA Traffic Safety Fact Sheets
Emergency Medical Systems NEEDS

e  Community Attitude Awareness Survey

e University Nevada Reno School of Medicine—
analysis of crash & trauma records from motor
e University of Nevada Las Vegas — Transportation vehicle crashes — TREND newsletter

Research Center (TRC) e NHTSA Program Uniform Guidelines

e Seat Belt Observation Survey Reports
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Crash Data and Trends

Crash Data/Trends Baseline Data 2004-2008 Progress Report Data 2009-2013

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Fatalities (Actual) 395 427 432 373 324 243 257 246 261 266
Fatality Rate/100 million VMT 1.95 2.06 1.97 1.68 1.56 1.19 1.16 1.02 1.08 1.06
# of Serious Injuries 1,595 1,689 2011 1930 1558 1412 1328 1,219 1,099 1,189
# of Fatalities Involving Driver or 112 135 144 118 106 69 69 70 85 79
Motorcycle Operator w/>.08 BAC

# of Unrestrained Passenger Vehicle 123 140 147 124 91 74 77 64 63 57
Occupant Fatalities

# of Speeding-Related Fatalities 135 160 159 97 93 94 81 76 102 87
# of Motorcyclist Fatalities 52 56 50 51 59 42 48 41 43 57
# of Unhelmeted 12 15 9 7 15 2 10 5 10 7

Motorcyclist Fatalities

# of Drivers Age 20 or Younger 55 68 71 67 50 37 23 26 85 30
Involved in Fatal Crashes

# of Pedestrian Fatalities 60 63 51 52 56 35 36 46 55 65
# Law Enforcement Agencies 15 15
submitting electronic citations

to AOC

% Observed Belt Use for Passenger 87 95 91 92 90 93 93 94 91 94
Vehicles--Front Seat Outboard

Occupants

# Children Age 0-4 Fatalities 4 7 8 6 1 3 2 1 2 2
only when restraint use was known

# Bicycle Fatalities 7 6 6 4 3 7
# Distracted Driving Fatalities 14 21 15 20
# of Seat Belt Citations Issued During 1,742 6,762 3,692 5463 5588 4,413 2,795
Grant-Funded Enforcement Activities

# of Impaired Driving Arrests Made 504 494 1,014 832 554 1,226 543
During Grant-Funded Enforcement

Activities

# of Speeding Citations Issued 7,752 15,345 19,561 16,612 14,863 14,422 12,124
During Grant-Funded Enforcement

Activities

6 | Highway Safety Performance Plan
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Demographics

The majority of Nevada’s population (96 percent) is located within 70 miles of two metropolitan areas:

Las Vegas on I-15, 40 miles from the California border; and Reno, 450 miles to the north and just 10 miles
from the California border on 1-80. Much of this population experiences commute times of over an hour.

The remaining balance of Nevada (roughly 300 x 500 miles) is rural with less than four percent of the
remaining population. Eighty-five percent of Nevada land is under federal control.

The majority of traffic crashes in Nevada occur in the two urban areas of Las Vegas and Reno. These
cities experience the typical problems of any metropolitan area, where the current rate of maintenance
on infrastructure is far shy of the need.

Clark County and the Las Vegas Metropolitan Area encompass 77 percent of the state’s total population,
where growth and the construction industry were white hot in the last decade. Subdivisions, strip malls,
apartment complexes, new homes, office buildings and hospitals were built during these times, but the
infrastructure of roadways could not keep up with that pace. A typical arterial in Las Vegas is four to six
lanes wide, with a median speed limit of 45 mph. It is conducive to moving cars quickly through the area,
but is not safety-oriented for the driver, occupants, or vulnerable road users like pedestrians. The economy
is now on the upswing and improving, where building has increased but nowhere near where it was in the
90’s and early 2000’s.

Washoe County and the City of Reno have 17 percent of the state population, and within a 70-mile radius
include the 2nd and last ‘urban’ area of the state (including parts of Lyon, Douglas, and Churchill counties).
Reno is a much smaller city, being more mountainous and recreational than the Las Vegas desert. The area
is also dependent on the tourism industry, but is more diversified with mining and other industrial entities
moving to Nevada because of its business tax breaks. Outdoor recreational facilities also abound

in Northern Nevada.

The rural areas of the state present a particular problem as they encompass 73 percent of the geographical
area, but only contain four percent of the population. A small subset of rural counties have evolved into
“bedroom” communities for the urban areas of the state, and have significantly increased commuter traffic
on the predominately two-lane roads and highways. The balance of the state is classified as rural/frontier.
The industries in this area are primarily local services, and mining.

7 | Highway Safety Performance Plan
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Nevada Fatalities: 2013

Month TOTAL Fatalities | URBAN Fatalities | % of total fatalities | RURAL Fatalities | % of total fatalities
January 22 19 86% 8 14%
February 23 17 74% 6 26%
March 25 14 56% 11 44%
April 23 20 87% 3 13%
May 29 13 68% 6 32%
June 18 10 56% 8 44%
July 23 12 52% 11 48%
August 29 21 72% 8 28%
September 19 12 63% 7 37%
October 22 20 91% 2 9%
November 25 16 64% 9 36%
December 18 13 72% 5 28%
Total 266 187 70% 79 30%
Fatalities

Nevada experienced its highest recorded year for motor vehicle fatalities in 2006 (432). 2006 was also the
year that the state’s first SHSP was implemented.

Fatalities in Nevada decreased 44 percent from 2006 (its highest recorded year) to 2009 (its lowest
recorded year) in a short four-year period. Along with the majority of other states, however, CY 2012 and
2013 fatality numbers have slightly increased, with the 266 fatalities in 2013 representing a 9.4% increase
since 2009’s low of 243 fatalities.

The majority of the fatality decreases have been in the Motor Vehicle Occupant category. Pedestrian
and motorcycle type crashes increased in 2011-2013; however, with relatively small numbers, these two
categories are subject to large percentage swings from year to year. Nevada prefers to use rates when
evaluating performance instead of hard numbers, because of their small number and large variability.
Data indicates that 69 pedestrians died in 2013, up from 61 in 2012; additional resources are being
committed to this program to improve pedestrian safety in Nevada.

Nevada has made progress in reducing the number of impaired fatalities, as well as percent of impaired
fatalities over the last several years. In 2006, Nevada qualified as a “high rate” state and received additional
SAFETEA-LU 410 funding to combat the problem; grant projects funded were proven countermeasures of
high visibility enforcement and education, resulting in Nevada later qualifying as a “low rate” state, based
on 2009 and 2010 data.

8 | Highway Safety Performance Plan
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Year Population Total Fatalities Impaired Rate
Total | Motor Vehicle | Motorcycles | Pedestrians | Bicycles | Impaired 100M Vehicle
Occupants Vehicle Miles
Miles | Traveled
Traveled | (Millions)
2004 2,410,769 395 262 52 60 14 112 0.55 20475
2005 2,518,870 427 283 56 63 10 135 0.65 20833
2006 2,623,050 432 312 50 51 10 144 0.66 22041
2007 2,718,336 B8 254 51 52 10 118 0.53 22199
2008 2,738,733 324 196 59 56 7 106 0.51 21021
2009 2,711,206 243 150 42 35 6 69 0.33 20912
2010 2,724,634 257 160 48 36 6 69 0.33 22145
2011 2,721,794 246 137 41 46 4 70 0.31 22354
2012 2,750,217 261 148 43 55 3 85 0.37 22798
2013 | 2,783,383 266 123 57 65 7 79 0.34 23575

2004 to 2013 Data is from NHTSA Traffic Safety Facts

The Nevada fatality rate per 100,000 population reveals a clearer picture of improvement in Nevada crash
rates, as any increase or decrease in the state’s relatively small numbers can otherwise reflect a volatile
percentage swing:

Year | Population | Total Motor | Motor Bicycle/ | Impaired | Total Motor Motor Bicycle/ | Impaired
Vehicle | Cycle | Pedestrian | *new def Vehicle Cycle | Pedestrian
2007 | 2,718,336 | 373 257 51 62 18| 13.72 9.9 1.88 1.99 4.34
2008 | 2,738,733 | 324 199 59 63 106 | 11.83 7.23 215 2.30 3.87
2009 | 2,711,206 | 243 159 42 41 69| 8.96 5.86 1.65 1.51 2.54
2010 | 2,724,636 | 257 162 48 42 69 9.43 5.94 1.76 1.54 2.53
2011 2,723,322 246 152 41 47 70 9.03 5.58 1.51 1.84 2.57
2012 | 2,750,217 | 261 155 43 54 85 9.38 5.64 1.56 2.11 3.09
2013 | 2,800,967 | 266 132 57 76 79 9.53 4.71 2.05 2.59 2.84

Population figures from Nevada State Demographer website

9 | Highway Safety Performance Plan
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The final selection of projects for the 2016 Highway Safety Plan were based on:

The analysis of Nevada highway safety information system data

An applicant’s effectiveness or ability to improve the identified problem

DPS-OTS program assessments and management reviews conducted by NHTSA
Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP)

Partner efforts and/or review provided by the:

e Department of Health and Human Services

Department of Transportation

Statewide Community Coalitions

Traffic Records Coordinating Committee

Attorney General’'s Substance Abuse Work Group (Impaired Driving subcommittee)
Nevada Highway Patrol (NHP) Major Accident Investigation Team (MAIT)
Statewide law enforcement agencies

University Nevada-Reno School of Medicine, Center for Traffic Safety Research
University Nevada-Las Vegas, Transportation Research Center, Vulnerable Road Users Project

ISEE A R

OTS also develops statewide projects in cooperation with other state, local, and non-profit agencies that
partner on the SHSP. Local strategies and projects are developed by working with those agencies that
have expressed an interest in implementing an evidence-based traffic safety project in their community
or jurisdiction in the annual OTS Request for Funds grant applications.

Once a grant award is made to a sub-recipient, negotiations are conducted as needed to develop specific
targeted objectives and to ensure that budgets are appropriate for the activities to be performed. Key
stakeholders include but are not limited to:

e The motoring public e Attorney General Substance Abuse Work Group

e Nevada Department of Motor Vehicles e Safe Kids and other Child Passenger Safety

e Nevada Citizens Advocacy Groups

e Nevada Department of Transportation e Nevada Sheriffs and Chiefs Association

e Department of Public Safety (DPS) — Nevada * University of Nevada (Reno & Las Vegas)

Highway Patrol e Regional Transportation Commissions (MPO)
¢ Nevada Child Death Review Board e Health, Child and Family Services (EUDL)
¢ Nevada Department of Health & Human e Nevada Committee on Testing for Intoxication
Services e Traffic Records Coordinating Committee
e (Office of Emergency Medical Systems e Nevada Department of Education
* Northern Nevada DUI Taskforce e Nevada Administrative Office of the Courts
* STOPDUI e Southern Nevada Injury Prevention Task Force
e State Child Passenger Safety (CPS) Advisory e Indian Health Services
Board

10 | Highway Safety Performance Plan
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The Goal Setting Process

Highway Safety Planning Process

The highway safety planning process is circular and continuous. For example, at any one point in time,
OTS may be working on previous, current, and upcoming fiscal year plans. In addition, due to a variety of
intervening and often unpredictable factors at both the federal and state level, the planning process may
be interrupted by unforeseen events and mandates. The planning process diagram and chart on the next
page visually capture the steps in the planning process: identifying problems, setting goals, choosing
performance measures, and selecting projects. They illustrate the circular nature of the highway safety

planning processes as well as the workflow.

Funding Strategy

Evaluate Data
results and analysis:
adjust rates, trends,
problem priorities
statements
Prqvid_e Define and
monlt%rlr_lg | articulate
and t_ec nica the problem
assistance
Identify, Develop
prioritize, and performance

select programs goals and

and projects -select measures

The Nevada Department of Public Safety — Office of Traffic Safety (DPS-OTS) annually awards federal funds
to state, local, and non-profit organizations desiring to partner in solving identified traffic safety problems.
Funds awarded are strictly for use in reducing deaths and serious injuries caused by motor vehicle crashes
through the implementation of programs or strategies that address driver behavior in priority problem areas.
These program areas, in alignment with the Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP), are:

e |Impaired Driving
e (QOccupant Protection
e Pedestrian Safety

Motorcycle Safety
Distracted Driving

11 | Highway Safety Performance Plan
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Federal grant funds are also awarded in other program areas:

e Traffic Records e (Child Passenger Safety
e Young Drivers e Bicycle Safety
e Speed and Police Traffic

In a perfect world, the state would receive enough grant award amounts, combined with state resources,

to effectively address all traffic safety issues. As this is not the case however, the following must also be
considered when making decisions on which projects to fund, and at what level, to have a positive effect on
the problem:

Current state economy:

e | ocal economies are down, affecting local e Foreclosure rate (Nevada has been highest in
budgets the nation for last seven years)

e Reduction in Law Enforcement Agency e Unemployment rate (Nevada was highest in the
personnel, budgets, and other resources nation until recently)

e Gas prices (affect on VMT)

Funding levels for MAP-21 awards

e Reauthorization of the Highway Safety Act of Deadlines and limitations for liquidating award
1966 (MAP-21 expired September 30, 2014 and fund balances
has yet to be reauthorized as of this writing)

Total Funding by Program Area

. Impaired Driving

. Occupant Protection

. Pedestrian Safety

. Traffic Records

n Distracted Driving

. Speed

. Youth Driving
Motorcycle

. Child Passenger

. Bicycles

. Emergency Management

12 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



Highway Safety Planning Process

Local, State and internal Funding

Internal
11.9%

Countermeasures and Project Selection

Project selection begins with organizations submitting a Request for Funds (RFF), or grant proposal, for the
coming year to DPS-OTS for projects that address at least one of the critical program areas and/or support
strategies found in Nevada’'s SHSP, and as identified in the RFF. Criteria used to select projects include:

e [sthe project and supporting data relevant to e |s this project cost effective?

the applicant’s jurisdiction or area of influence? 4 Is the evaluation plan sound? (Is the

e [sthe problem adequately identified? performance/progress measurable?)
e [sthe problem identification supported by e |[sthere a realistic plan for self-sustainability
accurate and relevant (local) data? (if applicable)?

e |[sthere evidence that this type of project saves ® Does it use proven countermeasures
lives and reduces serious crashes? (such as those found in the SHSP)?

e Are the goals and objectives realistic
and achievable?

Once proposals are submitted, OTS and a Peer Review Committee review and score all grant applications
and then prioritize them for award. The most promising project proposals are accepted, as funding levels
permit, and are noted in this Highway Safety Plan under the Performance Measure that they address.

13 | Highway Safety Performance Plan
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Monitoring and Technical Assistance

Projects awarded to state, local, and non-profit agencies are monitored to ensure work is performed
in a timely fashion and in accordance with the project agreements, or grant contract. Monitoring is
accomplished by observing work in progress, examining products and deliverables, reviewing activity
reports, facilitating desk correspondence, and conducting on-site visits.

In addition to monitoring projects and programs, OTS program managers provide technical assistance to
grantee project directors on an as-needed basis, as determined from prior monitoring, and from monthly
progress reports from sub-recipients. Assistance includes providing and analyzing data, purchasing

and helping with fiscal management, providing report feedback, and giving tips for effective project
management.

Annual Report

After the end of the grant year, each sub-recipient is required to submit a final report detailing the
successes and challenges of the project during the year. This information is used to evaluate future projects
and to substantiate the efforts of the OTS in reducing fatal crashes and serious injuries.

14 | Highway Safety Performance Plan
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 1

NUMBER OF NEVADA TRAFFIC FATALITIES
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Justification for Performance Target

Nevada experienced its highest recorded year for motor vehicle fatalities in 2006 (432); 2006 was also the
year that the state’s first Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) was implemented. Fatalities subsequently
decreased 44 percent from 2006 (its highest recorded year) to 2009 (its lowest recorded year) in a short
four-year period. Along with the majority of other states, however, CY 2012 and 2013 fatality numbers have
slightly increased, with the 266 fatalities in 2013 representing a 9.4 percent increase since 2009’s low of
243 fatalities.

The majority of the fatality decreases have been in the Motor Vehicle Occupant category. Unbuckled
vehicle occupant numbers have decreased by 27.6 percent since 2009. However, 50 percent of motor
vehicle occupant (MVO) fatalities continue to be unrestrained in Nevada, regardless of the number killed.
Pedestrian and motorcycle type crashes increased in 2011-2013; however, with relatively small numbers,
these two categories are subject to large percentage swings from year-to-year. Nevada prefers to use rates
or rolling averages when evaluating performance instead of hard numbers, because of small numbers and
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large variability. Data indicates that 69 pedestrians
died in 2013, up from 61 in 2012; additional
resources have and are being committed to this
program to improve pedestrian safety in Nevada.
See Performance Measure 10.

Nevada has made progress in reducing the
number of impaired fatalities, as well as percent
of impaired fatalities of total fatalities over the

last several years. In 2006, Nevada qualified

as a “high rate” state and received additional
SAFEETEA-LU 410 funding to combat the
problem; grant projects funded were proven
countermeasures of high visibility enforcement and
education, along with increasing the number of
DUI Courts and Alternative Sentencing Programs,
resulting in Nevada qualifying as a “low rate” state
in 2012, based on 2009 and 2010 data.

2016 performance targets are primarily based on the most current linear trend for each particular
performance measure. Based on those trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT) was determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by
one percent of the existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent
better than what the trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line,
and actual fatality numbers.

Nevada has six critical emphasis areas in its SHSP, including Pedestrian, Motorcycle, Impaired, Unbuckled,
Intersection, and Lane Departure crashes. Motorcycles were added in 2014 after they began spiking in
number of crashes and fatalities in Nevada.

FY 2016 Target
Decrease the trending traffic fatality rate from the 2009-2013 five-year moving average of 255 traffic
fatalities to 286 by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis

What: Fatalities in Nevada showed an upward trend from 2010 to 2013, after a drastic decrease from
2009-2010. This is in line with the rest of the nation, as it’s postulated that the recent 2005 — 2013 recession
resulted in higher gas prices, and people driving fewer miles in their cars; motorcycle vehicle usage also
increased (as has fatalities), as has other transportation alternatives, like walking and the use of scooters
and mopeds.

Although Nevada’s fatality rate per 100 million vehicle miles traveled has been continuously above the
national rate, it has also consistently been below the national rate when looking at its rate per 10,000 capita.
In 2012, Nevada’s fatality rate per 10,000 people was approximately 8 percent less than the national rate.
For every 10 people per 100,000 people based on population who die in highway crashes across the
United States, only nine people per 100,000 die in motor vehicle crashes in Nevada. This is, of course, still
too many roadway deaths.
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Of the 1,273 Nevada highway fatalities that occurred between 2009 and 2013:

Who:

e 321 were unrestrained vehicle occupants (25%)
e 341 involved impairment (27%)

e 218 were motorcyclists (17%)

e 247 were pedestrians (19%)

Note that a fatal crash can involve more than one of these factors.

Male drivers of all ages are the most representative of Nevada roadway fatalities and/or causation:

e Middle-aged male pedestrians (46 to 55 years old) are more likely than any other demographic to be
fatally wounded or seriously injured in a pedestrian crash. In general, males of any age have a higher
likelihood to be a pedestrian fatality

e Younger male drivers (16 to 25 years old) are most likely to be involved in motorcycle fatalities and
serious injuries

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved most in impaired driving fatalities, followed by young
male drivers aged 21 to 25 years old

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved most in unbuckled fatalities and serious injuries,
followed by male drivers aged 36 to 45 years old

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved in most of the intersection-related fatalities and
serious injuries

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved most in lane departure fatalities and serious injuries,
followed by male drivers aged 21 to 25 years old.

Where: Clark County represents 77 percent of the state’s population, but showed improvement from prior
years in that less than three-fourths of the state’s fatalities occurred in Clark County; Clark County is where
Las Vegas is located.

e A majority of the pedestrian fatalities and serious injuries (66 percent) occurred midblock on a
roadway. Second highest in number was pedestrian fatalities on marked crosswalks (14 percent);
urban problem

e 70 percent of impaired driving fatalities and serious injuries occurred in Clark County (represents
77 percent of the state’s population); 64 percent of impaired fatalities occurred on urban roadways

e Almost two-thirds (63 percent) of the unbelted fatalities and serious injuries occurred in Clark County;
66 percent of these occurred also on urban roadways

e Over three-fourths (78 percent) of the intersection-related fatalities and serious injuries occurred in
Clark County

e Over half (61 percent) of the lane departure crash fatalities and serious injuries occurred in Clark
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County; over 62 percent occurred on urban roadways

When: Fifty percent of all roadway fatalities occurred on weekends (Friday, Saturday, and Sunday). Nevada
is a ‘24/7’ state, with the majority of public facilities and businesses staying open all hours. The peak time

period for fatal crashes is 3 p.m. to 6 p.m. This would infer that commuters that work dayshift are those that
are crashing and dying during this time frame, or when the most vehicles and pedestrians are on the road.

e Friday was the most dangerous day for pedestrians; Saturday was the next most severe day

e The majority of motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries occurred when the vehicle was going straight,
followed by turning left; 64 percent of motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries occurred during
daylight hours

e The highest proportion of impaired driving fatalities and serious injuries occurred during weekends
e The highest number of unbelted fatalities and serious injuries occurred on Friday through Sunday

e The majority of intersection-related fatalities and serious injuries occurred during daylight hours (61
percent) and 32 percent occurred in ‘dark but lighted’” conditions

e The highest number of lane departure fatal and serious injury crashes occurred on Friday through
Sunday; most of these fatalities and serious injuries occurred during daylight hours (51 percent) as
compared to dark hours (17 percent)

Why: Excessive speed has consistently been a factor in about one-third of all fatal crashes in Nevada. In
addition, regardless of a 94 percent observed usage rate and a significant reduction in vehicle occupant
fatality numbers, 50 percent of those fatalities continue to remain unbuckled.

e The pedestrian action which contributed the most to fatalities and serious injuries was improper
roadway crossing. Other significant contributing factors included darting into roadway, failure to yield
right-of-way and obey traffic signs, and ‘not visible’

e The majority of motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries were angle crashes, followed by non-collision
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e Over half (565 percent) of the impaired fatalities and serious injuries occurred in single vehicle crashes.
A large portion of the impaired driving serious injuries occurred in single vehicle crashes followed
closely by angle crashes

e A large portion of unbuckled fatalities and serious injuries occurred in single vehicle crashes followed
by non-collision crashes; over half (58 percent) of these involved no ejection from the seat

e Most of the intersection-related fatalities and serious injuries involved angle crashes followed by single
vehicle crashes

e Almost nine out of 10 lane departure fatalities and serious injuries occurred under dry road surface
conditions

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan (www.
zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses proven national strategies to reduce motor vehicle fatalities and
serious injuries, like High Visibility Enforcement efforts. Other cost-effective strategies used are documented
within the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work publication; the
Nevada projects detailed under Performance Measure 1 will utilize strategies outlined in the following
problem-specific countermeasures:

Chapter 1 — Alcohol Impaired and Drugged Driving
Chapter 2 — Seat Belts and Child Restraints
Chapter 3 — Aggressive Driving and Speeding
Chapter 4 — Distracted and Drowsy Driving
Chapter 5 — Motorcycle Safety

Chapter 6 — Young Drivers

Chapter 8 — Pedestrians

SHSP strategies are also included in the OTS Highway Safety Plan, and are not limited to the following:

1. Determine seat belt usage and identify the characteristics of nonusers and, if possible, part-time seat
belt users during any day time and night time periods

Reduce the number of repeat DUI Offenders

Enhance/increase educational opportunities for motorcycle riders on safety and conspicuity

Target safety messaging to minority and low-income neighborhoods/communities

Create pedestrian safety educational materials for buses and bus stop shelters statewide

Enforce traffic laws at high-crash locations; conduct highly visible enforcement campaigns

OO0 W

To see all strategies from Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan, please log on here:
www.zerofatalitiesnv.com.

Performance Goals
e Encourage additional partners and traffic safety advocates to participate in high visibility enforcement of
Nevada safety belt, DUI, distracted driving, pedestrian, and speeding laws.
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e Provide continuous education to Nevada legislators and the public about the advantage of having a
primary vs. a secondary seat belt law.

Other Strategies

e (Conduct a statewide, sustained, multi-jurisdictional law enforcement program that includes highly visible
enforcement events on safety belts, alcohol, speed, distracted driving, and pedestrian safety.

e Enhance the ability of law enforcement to conduct public education through localized programs and
provide equipment, training and/or overtime.

e Provide incentives and awards to honor top law enforcement agencies and individual officers within the
State.

e Fund public information and paid and earned media endeavors to support safety belt, alcohol,
distracted driving, speed, and pedestrian enforcement events and increase public awareness.

Funding Source
See funding sources for projects TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00080, 00077, 00079, 00004, 00114, 00078 and
00110 on page 113.

Project Descriptions:

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00080—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Professional Development

Funding Source: 402

This program provides resources for OTS staff and Nevada traffic safety partners to attend or participate in
conferences, training, courses, or similar events that further enhance their knowledge and skills to combat
traffic fatalities and serious injuries.

The project aims to provide at least five SHSP partners with the resources necessary to attend specific

and pertinent training and/or education that contributes to eliminating fatalities and serious injuries on NV
roadways. Most of this training is usually unanticipated or is not fully confirmed before the grant applications
are due to OTS for the coming grant year.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00077—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

The DPS-Office of Traffic Safety is 100 percent federally funded except for its match requirements. This
grant award from the Nevada Department of Transportation provides funding for the management and
operating costs for the DPS-OTS distracted driving, pedestrian safety, and lane departure efforts in the FFY
2016 Highway Safety Plan. These are monetary awards from NDOT’s Highway Safety Improvement Plan
(HSIP) to the DPS-Office of Traffic Safety to manage and conduct behavioral projects in conjunction with
the state’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) and its strategies.

Nevada'’s traffic fatalities experienced both their highest and lowest recorded numbers in the last decade
(2006: 432 fatalities; 2009: 243 fatalities). OTS professional and support staff work diligently on federal
and state programs to continually reduce these numbers. With no state general fund, OTS relies heavily on
federal and other partner funding to achieve its Zero Fatalities goal. There are currently no specific federal
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grant funds available to Nevada under either SAFETEA-LU or MAP-21 for distracted driving or pedestrian
safety, which are both a big problem in Nevada.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00079—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management-Temps
Funding Source: 405(C), 402

OTS will provide public education and heightened awareness of problem traffic safety areas on Nevada
roadways and how to prevent them; continue SHSP partnerships and leadership for Critical Emphasis Area
teams, strategies, resources, and guidance to move toward the ‘Zero Fatalities’ goal; review and evaluate
program and project management activities on a continual basis for any efficiency or other resource needs;
stay on track with timelines, objectives and goals for all programs and activities; or to revise as necessary.
This project funds temporary employment services for OTS to effectively manage its programs.

The Media & Marketing Liaison will function as the point of contact for NDOT and OTS as they relate to
public education, campaigns, outreach, unified messaging, public relations, development and purchases of
public information & education materials, oversight of marketing and media contractors and other industry-
specific management needs.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00114—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—HSP/Annual Report
Funding Source: NDOT - 21
This project will provide the necessary funding for two annual required documents.

1. The Highway Safety Plan- this plan must be developed in conjunction with the SHSP.

2. The Annual Report- this report is a compilation and evaluation of all of the projects funded and
managed by the OTS.

The Highway Safety Plan is a compilation of the projects that the OTS will fund, conduct, oversee and
manage for the federal fiscal year.

The Annual Report is an evaluation and compilation of all the projects conducted and the outcomes related
to those projects conducted in the prior year.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00078—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Planning and Administration (P&A)
Funding Source: 402

QTS professional and administrative staff create the annual Highway Safety Plan and then award, authorize,
monitor and evaluate grant-funded projects throughout the grant year. To accomplish the various tasks
necessary to support grant activities, planning and administrative functions are performed as needed. OTS
staff members are diverse and play a vital role in determining performance measures and performance
goals; setting up and coordinating administrative meetings, researching materials; disseminating materials;
and coordinating general office administration. The planning and administrative staff also handle fiscal
duties; respond to questions from the general public; maintain records per state and federal record
retention requirements; monitor projects; maintain correspondence; and perform a variety of other tasks
related to support of the OTS mission and purpose. Without this support, it would be impossible for the
OTS program personnel to adequately and efficiently administer the grant funds awarded to the state and
granted out to local and state partners.
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Planning, administration, and other management costs are provided from a percentage of some NHTSA
awards to the state to cover these costs, as allowed. This grant project will provide funding for the planning
and administration of the FFY 2016 Highway Safety Plan at DPS-OTS.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety— Public Outreach and Media

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

In tandem with the Joining Forces HVE campaigns, paid and earned media are conducted throughout

the year to reinforce the message regarding safe driving behaviors. The goal for marketing and media

in Nevada is to raise awareness of the need to change poor driver behaviors and educate the motoring
public, pedestrians, and bicyclists on safe driving behaviors. The Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) will develop
and publish behavior-altering public traffic safety announcements and messaging that address:

1. impaired driving 4. motorcycle safety
2. safety belt usage 5. distracted driving
3. pedestrian safety 6. excessive speed

All campaigns are part of and support the state’s “Zero Fatalities” mission and messaging designed to
educate the motoring public and reduce serious injuries and fatalities in Nevada.

Each campaign focuses on the goal of each individual program priority. Campaigns will include TV, radio,
online, cinema, outdoor media, outreach, and educational materials when appropriate per campaign and
target audience. These impactful safety messages will air in the media in tandem with Nevada’s 2015
“‘Joining Forces” high-visibility enforcement events. OTS also partners with Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(SHSP) partners and other traffic safety advocates to saturate the media with educational, life-changing,
effective traffic safety messages that support SHSP strategies.

LFD-2016-NVOTS 658-00004—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—SHSP Awards

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

This project funds the travel and supplies specific to the annual Strategic Highway Safety Plan Award
ceremony. Awards are presented for each of the critical emphasis areas as well as Communications,
Leadership, and Data categories. Criteria for nominations can be for any partner or advocate who has
showed a real passion for the problem; is self-motivated to work on the problem; ‘stood out’ in the past
year’s efforts made on the problem, as well as any other outstanding achievements.

SHSP Awards are presented for the following categories, and can be presented to a group or an individual:

e |mpaired Driving CEA e | eadership
e |Intersections CEA e Data
e Lane Departures CEA e Safety Communications CEA

e QOccupant Protection CEA
e Pedestrians CEA
e Motorcycles CEA
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2

NUMBER OF SERIOUS INJURIES FROM MOTOR VEHICLE CRASHES
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Justification for Performance Target

Nevada experienced its highest recorded year for motor vehicle serious injuries in 2006; 2006 was also
the year that the state’s first Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) was implemented. Serious injuries
subsequently decreased 42 percent from 2006 (its highest recorded year) to 2009 in a short four-year
period. Along with the majority of other states, however, CY 2012 and 2013 fatality numbers slightly
increased, but serious injury numbers continue to decline in Nevada, with the 1,189 in 2013 representing a
19 percent decrease since 2009’s number of 1,412 serious injuries.

The majority of the serious injury decreases have been in the Motor Vehicle Occupant category. Unbuckled
vehicle occupant fatality numbers have decreased by 27.6 percent since 2009. However, 50 percent of
motor vehicle occupant (MVO) fatalities continue to be unrestrained in Nevada, regardless of the number
killed or seriously injured. Pedestrian and motorcycle type crashes increased in 2011-2013; however, with
relatively small numbers, these two categories are subject to large percentage swings from year-to-year.
Nevada prefers to use rates or rolling averages when evaluating performance instead of hard numbers,
because small numbers lead to large variability.

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each particular performance
measure. Based on those trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)
was determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent
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of the existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than
what the trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual
fatality numbers.

Nevada has six critical emphasis areas in its SHSP, including Pedestrian, Motorcycle, Impaired, Unbuckled,
Intersection, and Lane Departure crashes. Motorcycles were added in 2013 after they began spiking in
number of crashes and fatalities in Nevada.

FY 2016 Target
Decrease the trending serious injury rate from the 2009 — 2013 five-year moving average of 1,251 to 1,110
by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis
What: Fatalities in Nevada showed an upward trend from 2010 to 2013, after a significant decrease from
2009-2010, as discussed in Performance Measure 1.

However, Nevada’s serious injury number from motor vehicle crashes has consistently declined since 2006
by 45 percent to 1,099 in CY2012. The number rose slightly in CY2013 to 1,189, or increased by 8 percent.

Of the 6,247 Nevada serious injuries that occurred between 2009 and 2013:

Who:

e 960 were unrestrained vehicle occupants (15%)
e 780 involved impairment (12%)

e 1,000 were motorcyclists (16%)

e 736 were pedestrians (12%)

Note that a serious injury crash can involve more than one of these factors.

Male drivers of all ages are the most representative of Nevada roadway fatalities and serious injuries,
and/or causation:

e Middle-aged male pedestrians (46 to 55 years old) are more likely than any other demographic to be
fatally wounded or seriously injured in a pedestrian crash. In general, males of any age have a higher
likelihood to be a pedestrian fatality

e Younger male drivers (16 to 25 years old) are most likely to be involved in motorcycle fatalities and
serious injuries

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved most in impaired driving fatalities, followed by young
male drivers aged 21 to 25 years old

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved most in unbuckled fatalities and serious injuries,
followed by male drivers aged 36 to 45 years old

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved in most of the intersection-related fatalities and
serious injuries

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved most in lane departure fatalities and serious injuries,
followed by male drivers aged 21 to 25 years old.
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e Where: Clark County represents 77 percent of the state’s population, but showed improvement from
prior years in that less than three-fourths of the state’s fatalities occurred in Clark County; Clark County
is where Las Vegas is located.

e A majority of the pedestrian fatalities and serious injuries (66 percent) occurred midblock on a
roadway. Second highest in number was pedestrian fatalities on marked crosswalks (14 percent);
a total of 4,053 pedestrians were admitted to a Nevada trauma center in years 2005-2012; of these,
15 percent were tourists, a smaller percentage than anticipated.

e 70 percent of impaired driving fatalities and serious injuries occurred in Clark County (represents
77 percent of the state’s population); 64 percent of impaired fatalities occurred on urban roadways

e The majority of motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries occurred when the vehicle was going straight,
followed by ‘turning left’

e Almost two-thirds (63 percent) of the unbelted fatalities and serious injuries occurred in Clark County;
66 percent of these occurred also on urban roadways

e Over three-fourths (78 percent) of the intersection-related fatalities and serious injuries occurred in
Clark County

e Over half (61 percent) of the lane departure crash fatalities and serious injuries occurred in Clark
County; over 62 percent occurred on urban roadways

When: Fifty percent of all roadway fatalities occurred on weekends (Friday, Saturday, and Sunday). Nevada
is a ‘24/7’ state, with the majority of public facilities and businesses staying open all hours. The peak time

period for fatal crashes is 3 p.m. to 6 p.m. This would infer that commuters that work dayshift are those that
are crashing and dying during this time frame, or when the most vehicles and pedestrians are on the road.

e Friday was the most dangerous day for pedestrians; Saturday was the next most severe day

* 64 percent of motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries occurred during daylight hours

e The highest proportion of impaired driving fatalities and serious injuries occurred during weekends
e The highest number of unbelted fatalities and serious injuries occurred on Friday through Sunday

e The majority of intersection-related fatalities and serious injuries occurred during daylight hours (61
percent) and 32 percent occurred in ‘dark but lighted’” conditions

e The highest number of lane departure fatal and serious injury crashes occurred on Friday through
Sunday; most of these fatalities and serious injuries occurred during daylight hours (51 percent) as
compared to dark hours (17 percent)

Why: Excessive speed has consistently been a factor in about one-third of all crashes in Nevada. In
addition, regardless of a 94 percent observed usage rate and a significant reduction in vehicle occupant
fatality numbers, 50 percent of those fatalities continue to remain unbuckled. This infers that the state has a
long way to go yet in educating the high-risk non-users of seat belts.

e The linked records of pedestrian crash victims admitted to a Nevada trauma center from 2005-2011
were examined. Binomial injury severity groups were created using New Injury Severity Scores (NISS):
minor-moderate (0-8), serious-critical (9+).

e The pedestrian action which contributed the most to fatalities and serious injuries was
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improper roadway crossing. Other significant contributing factors included darting into
roadway, failure to yield right-of-way and obey traffic signs, and ‘not visible.’

e | ogistic regression was performed in SPSS (an analytical tool). Speeds surprisingly did not
show a significant association with injury severity after controlling for age

e The majority of motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries were angle crashes, followed by non-collision

e 3,000 motorcyclists were admitted to a trauma center in Nevada from 2005-2012 as a result of
traffic crashes. Of these, only 82.8 percent (2,485 persons) wore a helmet and only 9.8 percent (294
persons) wore protective clothing

e There were 15.4 percent (462 persons) that were known to be speeding; traveling with speeds higher
than the posted speed limit. Chi-square test showed a significant relationship between speed and
injury severity of the patient. Additionally, motorcyclists traveling at speeds faster than 65 miles per
hour (mph) had significantly longer hospital length of stay and longer ICU length of stay (average 2.7
vs. 1.6 days) compared to motorcyclists traveling 65 mph or slower.

e Over half (55 percent) of the impaired-related fatalities and serious injuries occurred in single vehicle
crashes. A large portion of the impaired driving serious injuries occurred in single vehicle crashes
followed closely by angle crashes

e 17,590 motor vehicle occupants were transported to a Nevada trauma center during
2005-2012. 17 percent of these trauma patients were in a vehicle where the driver had been
drinking or using drugs. The average hospital charge for an occupant of a motor vehicle crash
where the driver was shown to be using alcohol or drugs was $75,492. This was $19,430
(34.7 percent) higher than the average charge of $56,062 where no alcohol or drug use was
present.

e |tisimpossible to determine how many of these crashes would not have occurred had the
drivers not been under the influence of alcohol or drugs. What we do know is that more than
$150 million in hospital charges were associated with occupants of a motor vehicle where the
driver was under the influence.

e A large portion of unbuckled fatalities and serious injuries occurred in single vehicle crashes followed
by non-collision crashes; over half (58 percent) of these involved no ejection from the seat

e More than 19,000 motor vehicle trauma records from 2005-2011 were examined to observe injury
severity when restraints were used or not used. These records included drivers and passengers of
all ages.

e Nearly 1in 4 (22.2 percent) patients were not restrained; when restraints were not used,
moderate injuries increased 55.5 percent (16.7 percent vs 10.7 percent) and severe injuries
increased by 164.8 percent (25.9 percent vs 9.8 percent).

e When restraints were not used, the average hospital charge was $97,838. This amount
was 82.8 percent higher than the average hospital charge of $53,531 for patients who
were restrained.

e |f all the unbelted patients treated in a Nevada trauma center had worn a seat belt during this
time, the potential savings would have been more than $162 million.

e Most of the intersection-related fatalities and serious injuries involved angle crashes followed by single
vehicle crashes

e 2771 people were seriously injured in an intersection-related crash between 2009-2013; 371
people lost their lives
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e [ntersection-related crashes are commonly called ‘red-light-running’ crashes, or due to the
failure of one driver/vehicle not yielding the right-of-way to another vehicle or person

e Speed is almost always a factor in these type of crashes

e Almost nine out of 10 lane departure fatalities and serious injuries occurred under dry road surface
conditions

e 1,913 people were seriously injured in lane departure crashes on Nevada roadways;
596 people were killed

e | ane Departure crashes can be caused by a multitude of factors, including distraction,
drowsiness, fatigue, roadway conditions and/or inattention.

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada'’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan (www.
zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the cost-effective strategies documented within the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work publication. For the projects detailed
under Performance Measure 2, OTS will utilize strategies outlined in the following problem-specific
countermeasures:

Chapter 1: Alcohol Impaired and Drugged Driving
Chapter 2: Seat Belts and Child Restraints
Chapter 3: Aggressive Driving and Speeding
Chapter 4: Distracted and Drowsy Driving
Chapter 5. Motorcycle Safety

Chapter 6: Young Drivers

Chapter 8: Pedestrians

Chapter 9: Bicycles

SHSP strategies are also included in the OTS Highway Safety Plan, and are not limited to the following:

1. Determine seat belt usage and identify the characteristics of nonusers and, if possible, part-time seat
belt users during any day time ad night time periods

Reduce the number of repeat DUI Offenders

Enhance/increase educational opportunities for motorcycle riders on safety and conspicuity

Target safety messaging to minority and low-income neighborhoods/communities

Create pedestrian safety educational materials for buses and bus stop shelters statewide

Enforce traffic laws at high-crash locations; conduct highly visible enforcement campaigns

GROGENISEN

To see all strategies found within Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan, please log on here:
www.zerofatalitiesnv.com.

Performance Goal
See Performance Goals for Performance Measure 1
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Strategies
See Strategies for Performance Measure 1

Funding Source
See funding source for projects TS-2016-HGhosp-00042, TS-2016-No LT Fire-00024, TS-2016-N. Lyon
Fire-00073, TS-2016-DPS NHP-00126 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-HGhosp-00042—Humboldt General Hospital—Portable Extrication Equipment

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

Humboldt General Hospital Ambulance Rescue (HGH EMS Rescue) responds to over 100 vehicle
crashes per year. During these emergency responses, crews are faced with significant amount of difficult
circumstances where extended extrication is required to remove patients from the wreckage that entraps
them.

HGH ambulance service is the only responding agency in Humboldt county that provides emergency
extrication at the scene of vehicle crashes with entrapment. The C of Winnemuccaity fire department

has recently started responding to vehicle crashes within the city limits, but does not respond with any
extrication equipment. Most serious crashes are outside of city limits and there are no other agencies that
assist with vehicle extrication needs.

This program would fund the purchase of specialized equipment along with specific training in the use of
the equipment to help achieve the goal of improved response capabilities, reduced extrication times and
increased survival rates and patient outcomes.

TS-2016-No LT Fire-00024—North Lake Tahoe Fire Protection District—Hydraulic Rescue Pump
Improvement

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

In 2013 the NLTFPD received a grant, TS-2013-No LT Fire-00141, for the purchase of updated heavy-duty
hydraulic rescue equipment. These tools were purchased to improve the NLTFPD’s operations at motor
vehicle collisions (MVC'’s) by giving first responders the ability to better defeat the various high strength
steels (HSS) being used in modern vehicle construction. Those tools have contributed significantly in
reducing both times to not only remove persons from damaged vehicles, but to also transport them to an
appropriate medical facility.

This project will continue to improve upon the purchase of those tools by upgrading the hydraulic pumps
and hoses that are used to power them and allow for a higher volume of hydraulic fluid to be pushed
faster, which will equate to faster tool operation, which in turn will allow for an even faster and more efficient
operation, which will allow persons to be removed faster and transported to an appropriate facility for
treatment.

TS-2016-N. Lyon Fire-00073—North Lyon County Fire Protection District—Traffic Safety and
Training
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Funding Source: NDOT - 21

This project will provide equipment that will improve visibility, illumination and warning signals when working
a crash and provide training equipment that will support North Lyon County and supporting personnel in
preparing for scene safety and efficiency. Therefore creating a safer scene for the responders, motorists
and pedestrians.

TS-2016-DPS NHP-00126 —Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Nevada Highway Patrol- Event Overtime
Funding Source: NDOT - 21

This project allows for overtime funding and/or travel costs as needed for the Nevada Highway Patrol’'s
‘Zero Fatalities Ambassador’ Program. This program trains individual troopers on the Zero Fatalities
campaign, its critical emphasis areas, where fact sheets can be found, and how to conduct outreach

and education efforts for same. Not all troopers will need overtime funding, all the time, but this project is
available as the need arises.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 3

TOTAL FATALITY RATE PER 100 MILLION VMT
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Justification for Performance Target

Nevada experienced its highest recorded year for motor vehicle fatalities in 2006 (432); 2006 was also the
year that the state’s first Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) was implemented. Fatalities subsequently
decreased 44 percent from 2006 (its highest recorded year) to 2009 (its lowest recorded year) in a short
four-year period. Along with the majority of other states, however, CY 2012 and 2013 fatality numbers have
slightly increased, with the 266 fatalities in 2013 representing a 9.4 percent increase since 2009’s low of
243 fatalities.

The majority of the fatality decreases have been in the Motor Vehicle Occupant category. Unbuckled
vehicle occupant numbers have decreased by 27.6 percent since 2009. However, 50 percent of motor
vehicle occupant (MVO) fatalities continue to be unrestrained in Nevada, regardless of the number killed.
Pedestrian and motorcycle type crashes increased in 2011-2013; however, with relatively small numbers,
these two categories are subject to large percentage swings from year-to-year. Nevada prefers to use rates
or rolling averages when evaluating performance instead of hard numbers, because of small numbers and
large variability. Data indicates that 69 pedestrians died in 2013, up from 61 in 2012; additional resources
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have and are being committed to this program to improve pedestrian safety in Nevada. See Performance
Measure 10.

Nevada has made progress in reducing the number of impaired fatalities, as well as percent of impaired
fatalities of total fatalities over the last several years. In 2006, Nevada qualified as a “high rate” state and
received additional SAFETEA-LU 410 funding to combat the problem; grant projects funded were proven
countermeasures of high visibility enforcement and education, along with increasing the number of DUI
Courts and Alternative Sentencing Programs, resulting in Nevada qualifying as a “low rate” state in 2012,
based on 2009 and 2010 data.

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each particular performance
measure. Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) was
determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent of the
existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than what the
trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual fatality
numbers.

Nevada has six critical emphasis areas in its SHSP, including Pedestrian, Motorcycle, Impaired, Unbuckled,
Intersection, and Lane Departure crashes. Motorcycles were added in 2013 after they began spiking in
number of crashes and fatalities in Nevada.

FY 2016 Target
Decrease the trending fatality rate per 100 Million VMT by 1 percent from the 2009 to 2013 five-year moving
average of 1.14 to only 1.19 by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis

What: Fatalities in Nevada showed an upward trend from 2010 to 2013, after a drastic decrease from 2009-
2010. This was in line with other states in the nation, as it’s postulated that the recent recession resulted in
higher gas prices, and people driving fewer miles in their cars; motorcycle vehicle usage also increased, as
had other transportation alternatives, like walking and the use of scooters and mopeds.

Although Nevada’s fatality rate per 100 million vehicle miles traveled has been continuously above the
national rate, it has also consistently been below the national rate when looking at its rate per 10,000 capita.

In 2012, Nevada’s fatality rate per 10,000 people was approximately 8 percent less than the national rate.
For every 10 people per 100,000 people based on population who die in highway crashes across the
United States, only nine people per 100,000 die in motor vehicle crashes in Nevada. This is, of course,
still too many roadway deaths.

Of the 1,273 Nevada highway fatalities that occurred between 2009 and 2013:

Who:

e 321 were unrestrained vehicle occupants (25%)
e 341 involved impairment (27%)

e 218 were motorcyclists (17%)

e 247 were pedestrians (19%)

Note that a fatal crash can involve more than one of these factors.
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Male drivers of all ages are the most representative of Nevada roadway fatalities and/or causation:

e Middle-aged male pedestrians (46 to 55 years old) are more likely than any other demographic to be
fatally wounded or seriously injured in a pedestrian crash. In general, males of any age have a higher
likelihood to be a pedestrian fatality

e Younger male drivers (16 to 25 years old) are most likely to be involved in motorcycle fatalities and
serious injuries

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved most in impaired driving fatalities, followed by young
male drivers aged 21 to 25 years old

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved most in unbuckled fatalities and serious injuries,
followed by male drivers aged 36 to 45 years old

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved in most of the intersection-related fatalities and
serious injuries

e Male drivers aged 26 to 35 years old are involved most in lane departure fatalities and serious injuries,
followed by male drivers aged 21 to 25 years old.

Where: Clark County represents 77 percent of the state’s population, but showed improvement from prior
years in that less than three-fourths of the state’s fatalities occurred in Clark County; Clark County is where
Las Vegas is located.

e A majority of the pedestrian fatalities and serious injuries (66 percent) occurred midblock on a
roadway. Second highest in number was pedestrian fatalities on marked crosswalks (14 percent);
urban problem

e Seventy percent of impaired driving fatalities and serious injuries occurred in Clark County (represents
77 percent of the state’s population); 64 percent of impaired fatalities occurred on urban roadways

e Almost two-thirds (63 percent) of the unbelted fatalities and serious injuries occurred in Clark County;
sixty-six (66 percent) of these occurred also on urban roadways

e Qver three-fourths (78 percent) of the intersection-related fatalities and serious injuries occurred in
Clark County

e OQOver half (61 percent) of the lane departure crash fatalities and serious injuries occurred in Clark
County; over 62 percent occurred on urban roadways

When: Fifty percent of all roadway fatalities occurred on weekends (Friday, Saturday, and Sunday). Nevada
is a ‘24/7’ state, with the majority of public facilities and businesses staying open all hours. The peak time

period for fatal crashes is 3 p.m. to 6 p.m. This would infer that commuters that work dayshift are those that
are crashing and dying during this time frame, or when the most vehicles and pedestrians are on the road.

e Friday was the most dangerous day for pedestrians; Saturday was the next most severe day

e The majority of motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries occurred when the vehicle was going straight,
followed by turning left; 64 percent of motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries occurred during
daylight hours

e The highest proportion of impaired driving fatalities and serious injuries occurred during weekends
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e The highest number of unbelted fatalities and serious injuries occurred on Friday through Sunday

e The majority of intersection-related fatalities and serious injuries occurred during daylight hours (61
percent) and 32 percent occurred in ‘dark but lighted’ conditions

e The highest number of lane departure fatal and serious injury crashes occurred on Friday through
Sunday; most of these fatalities and serious injuries occurred during daylight hours (51 percent) as
compared to dark hours (17 percent)

Why: Excessive speed has consistently been a factor in about one-third of all fatal crashes in Nevada. In
addition, regardless of a 94 percent observed usage rate and a significant reduction in vehicle occupant
fatality numbers, 50 percent of those fatalities continue to remain unbuckled.

e The pedestrian action which contributed the most to fatalities and serious injuries was improper
roadway crossing. Other significant contributing factors included darting into roadway, failure to yield
right-of-way and obey traffic signs, and ‘not visible’

e The majority of motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries were angle crashes, followed by non-collision

e Over half (565 percent) of the impaired-related fatalities and serious injuries occurred in single vehicle
crashes. A large portion of the impaired driving serious injuries occurred in single vehicle crashes
followed closely by angle crashes

e Alarge portion of unbuckled fatalities and serious injuries occurred in single vehicle crashes followed
by non-collision crashes; over half (58 percent) of these involved no ejection from the seat

e Most of the intersection-related fatalities and serious injuries involved angle crashes followed by single
vehicle crashes

e Almost nine out of 10 lane departure fatalities and serious injuries occurred under dry road surface
conditions

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada'’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the cost-effective strategies documented within the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work publication. For the projects detailed
under Performance Measure 3, OTS will utilize strategies outlined in the following problem-specific
countermeasures:

Chapter 1: Alcohol Impaired and Drugged Driving
Chapter 2: Seat Belts and Child Restraints
Chapter 3: Aggressive Driving and Speeding
Chapter 4: Distracted and Drowsy Driving
Chapter 5: Motorcycle Safety

Chapter 6: Young Drivers

Chapter 8: Pedestrians

Chapter 9: Bicycles

The effectiveness of these strategies is documented within the Countermeasures That Work publication,
as well as Nevada’s strategies found in the SHSP.
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Performance Goal
See Performance Goals for Performance Measure 1.

Strategies
See Strategies for Performance Measure 1.

Funding Source
See funding sources for projects TS-2016-UNR-00040, TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00087, and 00115
on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00087—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Fixed Deliverables

Funding Source: 405(b)

DPS-OS staff will carefully review, award, and administer fixed deliverable grant projects to allow more
flexibility in achieving short-term deliverables/goals. Sample projects might include enforcement equipment
purchases, travel expenses for necessary training, or procurements for a traffic safety educational/
awareness event.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00115—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety— Law Enforcement Liaison (LEL)
Funding Source: 402

High visibility enforcement is a proven countermeasure in reducing the incidence of traffic fatalities and
serious injuries. But HVE demands constant training, analysis of changing crash data, identifying the
problem areas, reconfiguring enforcement events and strategies, and ensuring that partner agencies have
the resources needed to effect change in driving behaviors. HVE must be consistently applied in problem
crash areas to keep the numbers trending down.

A Law Enforcement Liaison provides assistance and program management to the SHSO in implementing
grant projects with law enforcement agencies statewide, including HVE but also other police traffic
countermeasures.

TS-2016-UNR-00040—Board of Regents—Community Awareness Survey

Funding Source: 402

The main purpose of this project is to provide public opinion telephone survey data to the Office of Traffic
Safety regarding Nevada'’s attitudes toward key traffic safety issues (e.g., safety belt usage, impaired
driving, speeding behavior, and distracted driving). The Office of Traffic safety will be able to utilize the
data and recommendations from the final report for a baseline measure of community attitudes. OTS may
consider collecting these same data annually for a longitudinal comparison of movement in community
attitudes due to OTS’s educational efforts. As such, these data can be considered a program evaluation
of OTS’ community programming efforts. OTS can utilize these data for internal evaluation efforts, traffic
safety improvements, programming interventions and media releases to reduce traffic fatalities, injuries and
crashes in Nevada, and other community education programs. The UNR-Center for Research Design and
Analysis has been conducting this community attitudes survey for the Office of Traffic Safety since 2009
who shares this data for community planning and educational outreach efforts.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 4

NUMBER OF UNRESTRAINED PASSENGER VEHICLE OCCUPANT FATALITIES, ALL POSITIONS
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Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each particular performance
measure. Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)
was determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent

of the existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than
what the trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual
fatality numbers.

FY 2016 Target
Decrease the trending unrestrained fatality rate from the 2009-2013 average of 67 to 53
by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis
What: Between the years of 2009-2013, there were 321 unrestrained vehicle occupants fatalities and 960
serious injuries on Nevada roadways.
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Who: Male drivers aged 26 to 35 are involved in most
unbelted fatalities and serious injuries, followed by male
drivers aged 36 to 45.

When: The highest number of unrestrained fatalities and
serious injuries occur on Friday-Sunday.

Where: Nearly two-thirds of the unrestrained fatalities
and serious injuries occur in Clark County. Most occur
on urban roadways.

Why: A large portion of the unrestrained fatalities and
serious injuries occur in single vehicle crashes followed
by non-collision crashes. Over half (58 percent) of the
unrestrained fatalities involved no ejection from the seat.

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found
in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the
cost-effective strategies documented within the
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s
Countermeasures That Work publication. For the
projects detailed under Performance Measure 4, OTS
will utilize strategies outlined in the following problem-
specific countermeasures:

Chapter 2: Seat Belts and Child Restraints
Other strategies as outlined in the SHSP include, but are not limited to:

e (Continue to emphasize public education of Nevada’s Safety Belt Laws through enforcement and paid
and earned media venues.

e Provide paid media to support the Click It or Ticket enforcement campaigns.

e Provide paid overtime for law enforcement to enforce seat belt laws throughout the year and not just
during national campaigns.

e Combine DUI and seat belt enforcement events throughout the year.

e Provide training to law enforcement officers, firefighters and first responders statewide on Nevada seat
belt and child restraint laws, proper car seat use and the availability of local resources.

e (Continue to provide public education programs and partner with other traffic safety advocates on
safety belts, child passenger safety, proper seating and the use of child restraints.

e (Conduct and disseminate statistics, public opinion, and awareness surveys to determine:
e Front seat daytime observed seat belt use.
e Public opinion and attitude regarding occupant protection laws and seat belt usage.
e Public awareness of media and enforcement campaigns.
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e (Continue data collection, analysis and integration to (1) identify the discrepancies between restraint
use rates observed in observational surveys and crash data; and (2) understand the characteristics
of restraint non-wearing or part-time wearing individuals who increase their risk of involvement in
crashes, the severity of which may be increased due to their lack of restraint use.

e Enhance public education to population groups with lower than average restraint use.
e Provide traffic safety-related education to both local and visiting motorists.

NHTSA conducted an Assessment of Nevada’'s Occupant Protection Program in July 2014. Major
recommendations from this report are being considered during the current phase of updating the SHSP
for 2016-2020.

Performance Goal

e Provide continuous education to Nevada legislators and the public about the advantages of having a
primary vs. a secondary seat belt law.

e Encourage seat belt enforcement at all times, and in all HVE events statewide, regardless of the main
focus area of the event.

Funding Source
See funding sources for projects TS-2016-UNLV-00014, TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00083, 00081, 00110 and
00095 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00083—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management-Joining Forces
Funding Source: 402, 405(b), 405(d)

The Nevada Office of Traffic Safety will encumber and manage the fiscal resources necessary to

provide staff time and operational needs of OTS that relate directly to planning, developing, coordinating,
conducting, monitoring, evaluating, and auditing of police traffic and speed/enforcement projects within
those program areas. Joining Forces focus areas include pedestrians, seat belts, motorcycles, impaired,
lane departures, and intersection crashes. This grant provides funds for direct program management and
direct costs incurred for the program by professional and administrative staff.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00081—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management-Occupant
Protection

Funding Source: 405(b)

This project will provide resources to facilitate occupant protection countermeasures and projects to
increase seat belt usage by all vehicle occupants. The DPS-Office of Traffic Safety is 100 percent federally
funded except for its match requirements. This grant award provides funding for the management and
operating costs for the DPS-OTS occupant protection program of the FFY 2016 Highway Safety Plan.

Increasing seat belt usage is one the state SHSP’s priority problem areas: if motorists would always wear
seat belts and never drive impaired, two-thirds of Nevada’s fatalities would be eliminated. Occupant
Protection covers all ages, all vehicles and all roadway classifications. Educating the public on the need to
always buckle up is a continuous process to both educate tourists and new citizens, and to convince the
die-hard nonusers to buckle up, every trip, every time.
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TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Media & Marketing/PR Outreach
Funding Source: NDOT - 21

OTS and many other Nevada agencies work together year-round to make Nevada’s roadways safer. Still,

in 2013 an estimated 266 people were kKilled; this is up from 246 in 2011 and 261 in 2012. Many of these
deaths can be directly traced to people choosing non-safe driving, riding or walking behaviors on the road.
One of the six critical problem areas in Nevada’s SHSP is how to increase seat belt usage. Although the
annual 2013 observational survey indicated 94 percent seat belt usage by Nevadans, with the state’s usage
rate being > 90 percent for over five years in a row, 50 percent of the state’s motor vehicle fatalities continue
to be unbuckled. There is a distinct disparity between the observations of, and the reality of, crash seat

belt usage. Therefore, the need to educate the public about these dangers and about the virtues of making
the right choices in buckling up is as important as ever. Consistent messaging under the Zero Fatalities
campaign on safe driving behaviors also helps to educate tourists and new citizens to the state on traffic
laws and safe choices.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00095—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Joining Forces

Funding Source: 402, 405(b), 405(d)

Joining Forces, the state’s multi-jurisdictional traffic enforcement program, has been successful in
conducting high-visibility enforcement (HVE) events for problem areas identified within the SHSP, including
seat belt usage, for over a decade. Since its inception in 2002, the program has been a key factor in
increasing the observed seat belt usage of Nevada annually, from 74 percent in 2003 to 94 percent in 2013.
As one of the six critical emphasis areas of Nevada’s SHSP, this portion of the project will support both the
May and November Click it or Ticket HVE events in Nevada during 2016, and any other grant-funded seat
belt enforcement events throughout the year; each and every HVE event focuses on occupant protection,
regardless of the main focus of the JF campaign, as seat belt usage is the easiest and most effective way
to prevent injury or death from a crash.

TS-2016-UNLV-00014—Board of Regents, Nevada System of Higher Education, obo UNLV—
Observational Seat Belt Use Survey

Funding Source: 405(b)

UNLV-TRC has conducted Nevada'’s official observational survey of seat belt use for over a decade. The
project goal is to determine the rate of daytime seat belt use by motorists across Nevada in 2016 per
required federal methodology. The results also serve to measure the effectiveness of occupant protection
campaigns promoting seat belt usage sponsored by the Office of Traffic Safety in conjunction with

those sponsored by National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA). The study is based on field
observation of seat belt usage rates at identified locations across the state before and after the May
“Click it or Ticket” HVE campaign.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 5

NUMBER OF FATALITIES INVOLVING A DRIVER OR RIDER WITH BAC OF 0.08 OR ABOVE
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Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each performance measure.
Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) was
determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent of the
existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than what
the trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual
fatality numbers.

Legislation pursuing a lower “high-rate” BAC rate (from .18 to .15) and mandatory one-year BlIDs for
first-time DUI offenders have failed in recent Nevada sessions; however, the state’s Traffic Safety
Resource Prosecutor in the state is working with all Nevada prosecutors on how to successfully
adjudicate a DUI case.

In light of the Missouri v.McNeely U.S. Supreme Court decision in 2013 and subsequent decisions by the
Nevada Supreme Court, legislation has passed both houses clarifying the evidentiary requirements for
blood draws in Nevada. This will eliminate any confusion for law enforcement regarding this component of
DUI enforcement. Nevada’s recent Legislative Session revised statute to require search warrants before
obtaining/testing a driver’s blood alcohol content level.
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FY 2016 Target

Decrease the trending impaired driving fatality
rate from the 2009-2013 five year moving average
of 74 to only 83, by December 31, 2016.

Note: Impaired-impaired driving fatalities in
crashes are defined as involving a driver or
motorcycle operator with a BAC of 0.08 or
greater (NHTSA final imputation).

Problem ID Analysis

Impaired driving fatalities have been a consistent
problem in Nevada and the most common cause
of motor vehicle crashes resulting in injuries and
death. From 2009-2013 data, one out of every
106 drivers in Nevada was arrested for driving
under the influence of impaired or a controlled or
prohibited substance. This represents more than
41 impaired drivers being removed from Nevada’s
roadway system each day. Due to serious
penalties for impaired driving under Nevada law,
many cases proceed to trial. Impaired driving
cases that involve crashes are especially difficult
to prove because the prosecution must prove
beyond a reasonable doubt that impairment led to
the incident.

Performance Measure 5

What: Between 2009 and 2013, there were 341 fatalities from impaired driving crashes. The type and
number of vehicles included in these fatalities were primarily passenger cars, with pickup trucks running

second.

Who: In 2013, 56 impaired drivers were involved in 63 impaired driving fatalities in Nevada. For 2009-2013,
male drivers aged 26 to 35 were involved in most impaired driving fatalities and serious injury crashes,

followed by young male drivers aged 21 to 25.

Where: Geographically, the vast majority of impaired-related fatalities were concentrated in Clark County
(70 percent). Clark County is primarily urban with the City of Las Vegas as its center.

When: Two-thirds of the impaired-related fatalities occurred between 6 p.m. and 6 a.m.
The highest proportion of impaired driving fatalities and serious injuries occur during weekends.

Why: Nevada is a 24/7 state with many people working graveyard shifts in both the gaming and mining
industries. This is one contributor to drowsy and impaired driving on both rural and urban roadways
resulting in single vehicle crashes. Impaired pedestrian crashes (with either the driver or pedestrian being
impaired) are also over-represented in Nevada due to the 24/7-entertainment environment in the urban
areas of Washoe and Clark Counties. Over half (55 percent) of the impaired fatalities occurred in single
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vehicle crashes from 2009-2013, as compared to two-thirds of impaired fatalities and serious injuries
involved in single-vehicle crashes for years 2008-2012. A large portion of the impaired driving serious
injuries occur in single-vehicle crashes, followed closely by angle crashes. Over half the fatalities occurred
in overturn crashes.

Drug impaired driving also represents a challenge for all segments of the Nevada Criminal Justice System.
Most law enforcement officers with traffic enforcement duties have little or no training in recognizing a
drug impaired driver. All basic police academies are required to provide the NHTSA 24 hour Standardized
Field Sobriety Testing course or its equivalent, but that only teaches how to measure impairment, and how
to recognize alcohol impaired drivers and driving patterns. Some officers have received the Advanced
Roadside Impaired Driving Education (ARIDE) course and even fewer have completed Drug Recognition
Expert (DRE) certification. In most cases the officers know that the person is impaired but when the
impairment does not correspond to the measured blood alcohol level, most officers do not know how to
proceed beyond having a blood sample taken and tested for “drugs”.

Labs can do a standard screen for the most
commonly encountered drugs, but that still leaves
many possibilities unaccounted for. This problem
will continue to grow as the number of drugs
increase and their capacity for impairment is
unknown.

Nevada lacks a centralized impaired driver
training program for law enforcement. Because
of that, it is up to the individual law enforcement
agencies to provide the desired or available
training on drug impaired driving. Although
agencies would like to provide that training,
there are many worthy training topics that must
compete for valuable and rare training time.
Nevada does have a State DRE Coordinator
who provides regulatory oversight of SFST/DRE
Instructor certification.

Once a case makes it past the initial arrest, it still faces several hurdles. Most misdemeanor level
prosecutors have little in the way of specialized training in prosecuting DUI drug cases. In addition, officers
lack the training to testify as to why the results may have differed from their initial estimations and the
prosecutors lack the training to solicit the explanatory questions. Judges are left with no choice but to find
an impaired defendant not guilty. Not because the defendant wasn’t impaired, but because the prosecutor
could not provide the exact reason for the impairment as verified by a laboratory.

It is reasonable to believe that the drug impaired driving challenge in Nevada will only continue. Although
Nevada has had a provision in State Law for the use of “medical” marijuana for nearly a decade, not until
the summer of 2015 will Nevada have commercial growers and dispensaries that make legal marijuana
available. In the two years since the passage of the legislation, the number of medical marijuana card
holders in Nevada has tripled. This, in conjunction with the legalization of recreational marijuana in other
western states, may contribute to an increase in impaired driving arrests and crashes due to marijuana
impairment.

41 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



{hm;"ﬁ,mﬂf;w Performance Measure 5

W e ol Tasilic Safewy

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan (www.
zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the cost-effective strategies documented within the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work publication. For the projects detailed
under this Performance Measure 5, OTS will utilize strategies outlined in the following problem-specific
countermeasures:

Chapter 1: Alcohol Impaired and Drugged Driving
Chapter 6: Young Drivers

Other strategies as outlined in the SHSP include, but are not limited to:

e Increase support among law enforcement agencies for high visibility DUl enforcement programs

® Increase earned media coverage of law enforcement activity

e Encourage other law enforcement agencies to set up impaired driving reporting programs

e Encourage agencies to conduct refresher-training programs on sobriety testing

e Determine high-crash locations/corridors for impaired driving

e Enhance DUI education within existing safe driving programs

e (Continue programs with Cops in Shops and compliance checks to reduce youth access to alcohol
e Support a stronger ignition interlock law

e Support mandatory evaluation of all DUI offenders including first time offenders

e Establish a Court Monitoring Research Program for misdemeanor DUI offenders

e Emphasize driver education through well-publicized enforcement of state DUI laws supported by
earned and paid media, appropriate public information, and educational (PI&E) material

e (Continue to expand support to the judicial system and encourage the development of new DUI courts
and prosecutor training.

e Continue to expand the use of technology to reduce impaired driving such as the following:
e Breath ignition interlock devices (BIID)
e [nternet-based monitoring of DUI offenders

e Simulators and demonstration devices (Seat Belt Convincer and Fatal Vision Goggles) for
school and other young driver education programs

e Continue to foster an effective statewide impaired driving action committee

e Promote community programs emphasizing alternatives to driving impaired, such as designated
drivers, rides provided for impaired drivers (with and without getting their vehicle home), and public
transportation.

e (Continue investigation into implementing a statewide “24/7” DUI offender monitoring and education
program in Nevada
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Funding Source

See also funding sources for projects TS-2016-NYE Comm-00007, TS-2016-Frontier Community
Coalition-00097, TS-2016-DAS DUI Diversion-00027, TS-2016-CC District Court-00023, TS-2016-WC
2nd Jud Ct-00058, TS-2016-LVJC-00009, TS-2016-DPS NHP-00050, TS-2016-UNR-00043, TS-2016-
LVMPD-00004, TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00083, 00082, 00110, 00095, 00090, 00088, 00089, 00109 and
00108 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00083—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management-Joining Forces
Funding Source: 402, 405(b), 405(d)

The Nevada Office of Traffic Safety will encumber and manage the fiscal resources necessary to

provide staff time and operational needs of OTS that relate directly to planning, developing, coordinating,
conducting, monitoring, evaluating, and auditing of police traffic and speed/enforcement projects within
those program areas. Joining Forces focus areas include pedestrians, seat belts, motorcycles, impaired,
lane departures and intersection crashes. This grant provides funds for direct program management and
direct costs incurred for the impaired driving programs by professional and administrative staff.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00082—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management-Impaired Driving
Funding Source: 405(d)

The Nevada Office of Traffic Safety will encumber and manage the fiscal resources necessary to

provide staff time and operational needs of OTS that relate directly to planning, developing, coordinating,
conducting, monitoring, evaluating, and auditing of impaired driving projects within that program area.

This grant provides funds for direct program management and direct costs incurred for the impaired driving
program by professional and administrative staff.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Media & Marketing/PR Outreach
Funding Source: NDOT - 21

OTS and many other Nevada agencies work together year-round to make Nevada’s roadways safer. Still,

in 2013, 266 people were Killed; this is up from 246 in 2011 and 261 in 2012. Many of these deaths can be
directly traced to people choosing non-safe driving, riding or walking behaviors on the road. One of the six
critical problem areas in Nevada’'s SHSP is reducing incidences of impaired driving.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00095—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Joining Forces

Funding Source: 402, 405(b), 405(d)

Joining Forces, the state’s multi-jurisdictional traffic enforcement program, has been successful in
conducting high-visibility enforcement (HVE) events for problem areas identified within the SHSP, including
impaired-related driving, for over a decade. Since its inception in 2002, the program has been a key factor
in increasing the observed seat belt usage of Nevada annually, from 74 percent in 2003 to 94 percent in
2013. As one of the six critical emphasis areas of Nevada’s SHSP, this portion of the project will support
both the December and Labor Day national HVE events in Nevada during 2016, and any other grant-
funded impaired enforcement events throughout the year.
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TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00090—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—CMI Intoxilizer-Software & Maintenance
Funding Source: 405(d)

This grant project will provide funding for ongoing maintenance of the State-owned evidentiary breath test
devices, and the annual renewal of database software for lab tests and other miscellaneous items. With the
conversion of the evidentiary breath test devices to being state-owned (from forensic lab-owned three years
ago), it is now necessary for OTS to have an ongoing project for maintenance of the devices and software
licenses for the test database. These costs are estimated to be less than $10,000 per year.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00088 —Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Impaired Driving- Judicial Training
and Professional Training

Funding Source: 405(d)

Impaired Driving is a constantly changing challenge for all involved in reducing and eliminating this cause
of fatalities and injuries on Nevada roadways. Throughout the year, many opportunities arise to further the
development of those working to reduce the incidence of impaired driving. These opportunities can include
prevention, intervention, recidivism, adjudication, sentencing options and training that has proven effective.

Along with judicial outreach and professional development, this project may support the Traffic Safety
Resource Prosecutor (TSRP) in both out-of-state and in-state seminars and workshops, in preparation of
reference material for and training of Nevada Prosecutors on successful adjudication of impaired driving
offenses.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00089 —Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Traffic Safety Resource

Prosecutor (TSRP)

Funding Source: 405(d)

Impaired Driving is a constantly changing challenge for all involved in reducing and eliminating this cause
of fatalities and injuries on Nevada roadways. Throughout the year many opportunities arise to further the
development of those working to reduce impaired driving. These can include prevention, intervention,
recidivism, adjudication, and sentencing options that have proven effective.

This project will support a Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor (TSRP)'’s travel and other direct cost needs in
relation to seminars, workshops, preparation of reference material, and to provide adjudication of DUI case-
training to the members of the Nevada Prosecutors Association.

TS-2016-UNR-00043—Board of Regents, Nevada System of Higher Education—Do the Ride Thing
Funding Source: 405(d)

The project will utilize law enforcement activities and joint traffic safety education/awareness events with
UNR’s Police Department, Students, and the Davidson Academy. For impaired driving prevention, this
project will concentrate on reducing the incidences of impaired driving by young adults and students, by
providing information on alternate forms of transportation and encouraging the use of designated drivers.
Information is made available at sporting events and other special events at the university. Support efforts
are solicited from alcohol outlets and other stakeholders near the campus and surrounding vicinity.
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TS-2016-NVOTS- 658-00109—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—24/7 Impaired Driving
Implementation

Funding Source: 405(d)

This project will fund implementation of a pilot program at one court in Washoe County of the 24/7 Sobriety
Program for pre-trial DUl defendants and DUI offenders as part of their sentence. This project will focus on
reducing arrests for DUl while awaiting trial and reducing recidivism among DUI offenders. Outcomes of the
project will be used to determine feasibility of expanding beyond the pilot court to other courts in Nevada.

TS-2016-NVOTS- 658-00108 —Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—DPS Training Division: ARIDE
Funding Source: 405(d)

This project will increase available opportunities for law enforcement officers in NV to obtain Advanced
Roadside Impaired Driving Enforcement (ARIDE) training and certification, contract with ARIDE instructors,
obtain class space and course materials and ensure that all NV law enforcement agencies (LEA’s) know of
its availability.

TS-2016-LVMPD-00004—Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department—DUI Van Program

Funding Source: 405(d)

The Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department (LVMPD) experienced an approximate 18.42 percent
decrease in fatal collisions in 2014 (of which 22.8 percent were alcohol related). As a means of reducing
this number to the OTS and Joining Forces goal of zero fatalities, the LVMPD Traffic Bureau concentrates
on speed, pedestrian, and distracted driver offenses. DUI related fatalities have declined (-38.2 percent)
compared to the previous year, which could be contributed to DUI saturation patrols and DUI checkpoints
by LVMPD Traffic Bureau Officers, facilitated by the Joining Forces funded DUI vans.

In 2014, the LVMPD Traffic Bureau fielded the two DUI vans 65 times, assisting with 250 DUI enforcement
events. The vans were used at each of the eight DUI checkpoints, as well as being deployed by LVMPD
Traffic enforcement squads throughout the year. As a high profile public relations tool, and a reminder of
the risks of impaired driving, the DUI van is also used in conjunction with the “Every 15 Minutes” program
(underage drinking awareness), as well as used for appearances at local schools, safety fairs and public
events, where traffic safety issues are discussed.

It is the intent of the LVMPD Traffic Bureau that these trends continue toward Zero Fatalities. The Joining
Forces DUI Van project continues these activities and extends the LVMPD Traffic Bureau’s successes in
DUI enforcement and related activities.

TS-2016-DPS NHP-00050—DPS-Nevada Highway Patrol—DUI Enforcement Saturation Patrols
Funding Source: 405(d)

Saturation patrols combined with more skilled and better-trained officers, supported with overtime funding,
greatly increase DUI enforcement efforts that lead to less DUI-related fatalities and injuries across the State
of Nevada. The Nevada Highway Patrol’s (NHP) impaired driving enforcement efforts will be mainly focused
on weekends to combat the high number of DUI-related incidents and crashes that occur on Fridays,
Saturdays, and Sundays. In addition, celebrations such as Cinco de Mayo and St. Patrick’s Day events will
be included in this project’s enforcement calendar to reduce impaired crashes, as these holidays represent
a higher incidence of impaired fatalities in Nevada.
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TS-2016-LVJC-00009—Las Vegas Justice Courts—Las Vegas Justice DUl Court

Funding Source: 405(d)

The DUI Court Program is a court-supervised, comprehensive treatment court for misdemeanor DUI
offenders operating under the 10 key components of the national drug court model. The program’s goal is
to improve public safety and reduce DUI recidivism among its participants through treatment intervention,
alcohol/drug testing, court supervision, house arrest, and community supervision, along with drug/alcohol
use monitoring technology.

TS-2016-WC 2nd Jud Ct-00058 —Washoe County Second Judicial District Court—Felony DUI Court
Funding Source: 405(d)

This Felony DUI Court project targets repeat recidivist defendants who drive under the influence of alcohol,
controlled substances, or a combination of both. Each person in the program has had no fewer than

three DUI offenses and is facing a minimum one-year prison sentence. The defendants themselves fund
treatment costs in the Felony DUI Court, as are other program expenses such as house arrest (including
SCRAM), interlock car devices, and substance abuse counseling. This project primarily funds the DUI court
coordinator’s position.

TS-2016-CC District Court-00023—Carson City District Court—Felony DUI Court

Funding Source: 405(d)

The Felony DUI Court program, known as the Western Regional DUI Court, targets third-time offenders and
intends to implement a second or High BAC Misdemeanor DUI court to change behaviors and deter them
from re-offending. As part of the program, the Western Regional DUI Court (of Carson City) program places
offenders in the National Center for DWI program that lasts for three to five years under the supervision

of the Carson City Department of Alternative Sentencing. This project primarily funds the DUI court
coordinator’s position and operating supplies.

TS-2016-DAS DUI Diversion-00027—Douglas County Alternative Sentencing—Douglas County DUI
Diversion Program

Funding Source: 405(d)

Nevada had a high rate of alcohol-related fatalities a few years ago at 37 percent. Driver impairment is
one of the SHSP's six critical emphasis areas. This project helps to sustain the Douglas County court’s
DUI Diversion Program, which addresses the underlying cause of recidivism of drug and/or alcohol
dependencies related to DUI arrests. In addressing drug/alcohol dependency, the program consists of a
judicial component, treatment component, DUI Case Manager, and supervision component for monitoring
the defendant’s behavior. The DUI Court utilizes the 10 key components of an evidence-based treatment
modality sponsored by the National Center for DWI Courts. Without the program, the defendants would be
incarcerated in prison and would not have the opportunity to address rehabilitation with their substance
abuse issues, only perpetuating the problem. This project primarily funds the DUI case manager position.

TS-2016-Frontier Community Coalition-00007—Tri-County—Impaired Driving Awareness Program
Funding Source: 405(d)

This coalition covers three rural counties within northern Nevada. As an established coalition with personnel
resources in each county, they are well positioned to provide community programs and events on impaired
driving prevention that reaches all age groups. In addition to the community programs focused on impaired
driving for adults (reaching the problem age group of 24-35 year-old male drivers), the project also
provides education and prevention activities for underage drinking drivers at the local high schools.
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TS-2016-NYE Comm-00097—Nye Communities Coalition—Impaired Driving Prevention
Funding Source: 405(d)
Nye, Esmeralda and Lincoln Counties have significant issues with distracted driving and driving under the

influence. This project will provide services to those areas that will impact the number of occurrences of
injuries and death associated with these unsafe behaviors.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 6

SPEEDING RELATED FATALITIES
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Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the
most current linear trend for each performance
measure. Based on these trend estimates for
2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled
(VMT) was determined. Each target for 2016
seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by
one percent of the existing trend line; conversely,
the target is to achieve performance that is one
percent better than what the trend line currently
indicates, referencing the relationship between
VMT, the trend line, and actual fatality numbers.

FY 2016 Target

Decrease the trending speed-related fatality rate
from the 2009-2013 five-year moving average of
88 to only 92 by December 31, 2016.
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Problem ID Analysis

Total Fatalities

Year | Population Total | Motor Vehicle | Motorcycles | Pedestrians | Bicycles | Impaired 100M | Speeding

Occupants Vehicle

Miles

Traveled
2004 2,410,769 395 262 52 60 14 112 0.55 135
2005 2,518,870 427 283 56 63 10 135 0.65 160
2006 2,623,050 432 312 50 51 10 144 0.66 159
2007 2,718,336 373 254 51 52 10 118 0.53 97
2008 2,738,733 324 196 59 56 7 106 0.51 93
2009 2,711,206 243 150 42 35 6 69 0.33 94
2010 2,724,634 257 160 48 36 6 69 0.33 81
2011 2,721,794 246 137 41 46 4 70 0.31 76
2012 2,750,217 261 148 43 55 3 85 0.37 102
2013 2,783,383 266 123 57 65 7 79 0.34 87

Speed has consistently been an indicator in serious and fatal crashes in Nevada, represented at least 33
percent of causation for the past decade. It is also the most common traffic violation issued by Nevada law
enforcement agencies during grant-funded highly visible enforcement events conducted by the Joining
Forces program. The state’s evidence-based enforcement plan (Joining Forces program) requires all
participating agencies to review their local jurisdiction’s crash and citation data on a continual basis in
determining the site locations for stepped-up enforcement of traffic laws in their jurisdiction. For instance,
this recent data review led to three additional pedestrian enforcement events being conducted in early
CY2015 as pedestrian crashes had spiked significantly in Nevada’s urban areas in a few short months.

What: Between 2009 and 2013, there were 197 fatal speeding-related crashes on Nevada roadways.
The type and number of vehicles involved were:

Passenger cars - 89
Pick-up trucks - 25
Motorcycles - 45
Large Trucks - 2
Other vehicles - 5
SUV - 31

Who: Between 2009 and 2013, 197 speed-related fatal crashes took place. In 2013, 97 speed related
crashes occurred, 54 of those speeding drivers survived the fatal crash with the remaining 43 drivers killed
along with 17 passengers. Of the 97 speeding drivers, 85 were male. The 20- to 24-age group had the
highest number of speeding related fatalities. Approximately 64 drivers had valid Nevada licenses; 19 were
out of state and 14 had a suspended, revoked, or non-valid driver’s license.
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Where: More than 80 percent of speeding-related fatalities between 2009 and 2013 occurred in
three counties:

e C(Clark County - 135
e Elko County - 11
e Nye County - 8

When: Speed is a contributing factor in a majority of lane departure and intersection crashes. Fifty-seven
percent of the lane departure and intersection fatal and injury crashes occur during daylight hours, and
between Friday and Saturday.

Why: Speed is a contributing factor in urban and rural, intersection and lane departure crashes. Nine out

of 10 lane departure fatalities and serious injuries occur under dry road surface conditions. With the long
expanse of lonely highway between communities with 70+ mph speed limits, boredom, distraction and/or
fatigue play a part in these roadway crashes. As well, the multi-lane arterials in Las Vegas with an average
45 mph limit contribute to speed being a factor in a majority of fatalities and serious injuries in Clark County.

Countermeasure Strategies ——————
OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies [

found in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the
cost-effective strategies documented within the
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s
Countermeasures That Work publication. For the
projects detailed under Performance Measure 6,
OTS will utilize strategies outlined in the following
problem-specific countermeasures:

Chapter 2 — Seat Belts and Child Restraints
Chapter 3 — Aggressive Driving and Speeding
Chapter 5 — Motorcycle Safety

Chapter 6 — Young Drivers

The effectiveness of these strategies is documented
within the Countermeasures That Work publication,
as well as Nevada’s strategies within the SHSP.

Performance Goal

e Per the state’s evidence-based enforcement plan, to promote consistent and multi-jurisdictional traffic
enforcement of safety belt, impaired, distracted driving, pedestrian safety, and speeding laws by
providing support and resources to Nevada’s law enforcement agencies

e Per the state’s evidence-based enforcement plan and the Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP), to
decrease Nevada'’s traffic fatality rate per 100M vehicle miles traveled (VMT) from the 2009 to 2013
five-year rolling average of 1.14 to 1.02 by December 31, 2016.

Funding Source
See also funding source for projects TS-2016-RPD-00068, TS-2016-EuCS0O-00028, TS-2016-
StCSO-00101, TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00083 and 00095 on page 113.
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Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00083—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management-Joining Forces
Funding Source: 402, 405(b), 405(d)

The Nevada Office of Traffic Safety will encumber and manage the fiscal resources necessary to

provide staff time and operational needs of OTS that relate directly to planning, developing, coordinating,
conducting, monitoring, evaluating, and auditing of police traffic and speed/enforcement projects within
those program areas. This grant provides funds for direct program management and direct costs incurred
for the programs by professional and administrative staff.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00095—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Joining Forces

Funding Source: 402, 405(b), 405(d)

Joining Forces, the state’s multi-jurisdictional traffic enforcement program, has been successful in
conducting high-visibility enforcement (HVE) events for problem areas identified within the SHSP, including
seat belt usage, for over a decade. Since its inception in 2002, the program has been a key factor in
increasing the observed seat belt usage of Nevada annually, from 74 percent in 2003 to 94 percent in 2013.
As one of the six critical emphasis areas of Nevada’s SHSP, this portion of the project supports the national
HVE campaigns in Nevada during 2016, and any other grant-funded enforcement events throughout

the year, with a scheduled opportunity of at least one campaign per month. Speed is the most common
violation cited during any Joining Forces traffic enforcement campaign, regardless of focus area.

TS-2016-StCS0O-00101—Storey County Sheriff’s Office—“ProLaser” Radar Units

Funding Source: 402

The northern area of Storey County is growing rapidly within the Tahoe Reno Industrial Park with employee
populations increasing by the thousands each year. Within the prior year, employee population grew at a
minimum of 2,000 persons and is expected to increase by another 2,000 within months. Storey County
has recently hired three new deputies and anticipates three more by July of 2015. With the increase, the
agency has purchased new patrol vehicles to outfit those new deputies and replace decommissioned
vehicles. Since not all vehicles are being replaced, the need for new equipment is necessary. This project
will provide necessary radars to properly equip two vehicles.

TS-2016-EuCS0-00028 —Eureka County Sheriff’s Office—Radar Units

Funding Source: 402

The Eureka County Sheriff’'s Office needs to equip three patrol vehicles with radar units. This will enable
officers while on duty to enforce traffic control and safety within Eureka County. Radar units that are
currently being utilized are antiquated and not easily repaired or calibrated.

TS-2016-RPD-00068— Reno Police Department —Faro Focus 3D-X330 Laser

Funding Source: 405(c)

Size of the crash scene is often a factor in motor vehicle crashes as the scenes can involve long stretches
of roadway, shoulders, ditches, and drop offs. At a typical scene, law enforcement officers must decide
which parts of the scene are relevant to their case; what to photograph, what to measure, and what to
collect. This typically involves using traditional tools such as tape measures, measuring wheels, still and
video cameras, and Total Robotic Stations to capture location images of vehicles, roadway, and many other
details of surrounding objects.

This program would fund Faro technology equipment that would allow law enforcement officers to fully
document a motor vehicle crash scene, not only as a dimensionally correct diagram but also the three-
dimensional visual recreation of the scene often required for analysis and/or adjudication needs.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 7

NUMBER OF MOTORCYCLIST FATALITIES
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Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each performance measure.
Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) was
determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent of the
existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than what
the trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual
fatality numbers.

FY 2016 Target
Decrease the trending motorcyclist fatality rate from the 2009-2013 five-year moving average of 46 to only
54 by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis

What: Between 2009 and 2013, there were 243 motorcyclists fatalities and 1,090 serious injuries on Nevada
roadways. After reaching a low of 41 fatalities in 2011, fatalities in 2012 rose to 43 and then spiked to 57 in
2013. Although 2014 fatality numbers are preliminary, results show motorcycle fatalities spiked even higher
to 63 in 2014.
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Nevada Motorcyclist Fatalities Per 100,000 Registered Motorcycles

Year Motorcyclist Total Motorcycle Motorcyclist Fatalities Per 100,000

Fatalities Registrations Motorcycle Registrations
2009 42 68,738 61.10
2010 48 66,665 72.00
2011 41 68,976 59.44
2012 43 69,641 61.75
2013 57 70,675 80.65

Who: Younger male drivers (16-25) are most likely to be involved in motorcycle fatalities and serious injuries.
The most common age group for crashes is 16-25 who incur 21.5 percent of all fatal crashes, followed by
the 26-35 age group with 18.6 percent.

Since 2010 there has been an unusually sharp increase in fatalities in the age group 20-29. From a low of
13 percent of the total number of fatalities in 2010, the 20-29 age group represented 40 percent of the total
motorcycle fatalities in 2013.

Moped rider fatalities are included in the total number of motorcycle fatalities. In 2012 moped rider fatalities
were 9.5 percent of total motorcycle fatalities and were 6.9 percent of total motorcycle fatalities in 2013.
Preliminary 2014 data indicates moped fatalities were 12.7 percent of total motorcycle fatalities. In 2013 all
of the five moped fatalities in the State occurred in Clark County.

Approximately 26 percent of motorcycle riders in fatal motorcycle crashes were not properly licensed.

Nevada Motorcycle Fatalities by Age

Year <20 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 >59 Total
2009 0 1 10 8 9 4 42
2010 3 6 11 10 12 6 48
2011 1 13 6 8 ¢ 4 41
2012 2 15 3 5 8 10 43
2013 5 23 e 4 5 11 57
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Where: In 2013 77.8 percent of Nevada motorcycle fatalities occurred in Clark County, the most populated
and urban county in Nevada. Washoe County, the next largest, had six fatalities representing 11.1 percent
of the total fatalities. The remaining 15 counties in the state had a combined total of six fatalities.

Nevada Motorcyclist Fatalities by County

County Name 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Carson City 2 1 1 1 0 3.61 181 183 183 0.00
Churchill County 0 2 0 0 1 0.00 807 000 000 416
Clark County 34 32 25 29 45 1.75 164 127 145 2.22
Douglas County 1 2 1 1 0 2183 425 213 213 0.00
Elko County 1 0 2 1 0 206 000 405 196 0.00
Esmeralda County 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 000 0.00 0.0 ©0.00
Eureka County 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 000 0.00 0.00 0.00
Humboldt County 0 1 0 1 0 0.00 6.02 000 586 0.00
Lander County 0 0 2 1 0 0.00 0.00 3429 16.93 0.00
Lincoln County 0 1 1 0 1 0.00 18.64 18.98 0.00 19.07

Lyon County 1 1 0 1 1 193 192 0.00 195 194
Mineral County 0 0 0 0 1 0.00 000 000 0.00 2167
Nye County 0 4 3 0 2 0.00 912 693 000 473
Pershing County 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 000 000 0.00 0.00
Storey County 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 000 0.00 0.0 ©0.00
Washoe County 1 4 6 7 6 024 09 141 163 138
White Pine County 2 0 0 1 0 20.20 0.00 0.00 999 0.00
Total 42 48 41 43 57 155 176 151 156 2.05

When: The two highest months for motorcycle crashes are September with 11.1 percent of motorcycle
crashes and May with 10.5 percent.

The highest crash days are Fridays and Saturdays with close to 17 percent of the total each day.

Highest crash times in the day are 3 p.m. thru 6 p.m. followed by noon thru 3 p.m. 67.4 percent of crashes
occur in daylight.
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Why: 42.2 percent of fatal injury crashes were angle crashes which is indicative of intersection crashes.
35.8 percent of fatal injury crashes were non-collision crashes.

In a UNLV statistical analysis of 2010-2012 motorcycle crashes it was reported that speeding is a significant
factor in crashes which may be an indicator of the amount of risky behavior among riders in general.

Impaired riding continues to be a large factor in motorcycle fatalities. In 2013 31.6 percent of motorcycle
rider fatalities had a BAC greater than .08 and 24.6 percent showed drugs in their system. Of those that
showed drugs, THC was the predominate substance.

Approximately 26 percent of the motorcycle riders in fatal motorcycle crashes were not properly licensed.

Performance Goal(s)

e Decrease the number of motorcyclist fatalities from 42 in 2012 to 36 by December 31, 2016.

e Decrease the percentage of un-helmeted fatalities from a three-year average of 7.87 percent to 5
percent by calendar year end 2016

Strategies

The Office of Traffic Safety hosted a NHTSA Assessment of its motorcycle safety program in November,
2011. Many recommendations have already been acted upon. A key recommendation was to develop a
coalition of motorcycle safety advocates to review and identify new strategies and safety countermeasures
to reduce fatalities and serious crashes in Nevada.

On September 16, 2014 the Nevada Executive
Committee on Traffic Safety approved the addition
of the Motorcycle Critical Emphasis Area (CEA) to
the Strategic Highway Safety Plan. This CEA Team
is serving as the Nevada motorcycle coalition. The
multi disciplinary team is currently working to review
and identify strategies and action plans to address
motorcyclist fatalities and serious injuries.

During the 2015 biennial Nevada Safety Summit hosted
by NDOT and OTS, motorcycle safety advocates
identified five main strategies to focus on in the coming
year. Guidance to help determine these strategies

was the NCHRP Report 500, A Guide for Addressing
Callisions Involving Motorcycles. The primary strategies
to be used in the upcoming year are:

Increase Awareness of Motorcyclists (Sharing the Road)
Reduce the numbers of Unlicensed/Untrained motorcyclists
Reduce Impaired Riding crashes and fatalities

Reduce the severity of crashes

ok~ D=

Increase motorcyclist’'s Safety Awareness
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Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in
Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the cost-
effective strategies documented within the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures
That Work publication. For the projects detailed under
Performance Measure 7, OTS will utilize strategies outlined
in the following problem-specific countermeasures:

Chapter 1: Alcohol Impaired and Drugged Driving
Chapter 3: Aggressive Driving and Speeding
Chapter 5: Motorcycle Safety

The effectiveness of these strategies is documented
within the Countermeasures That Work publication, as well
as Nevada’s strategies in the SHSP.

Funding Source

In response to the public’'s demand for affordable
motorcycle rider education, the State of Nevada enacted
legislation charging the Department of Public Safety (DPS)
with the responsibility for developing and implementing
the Nevada Rider Motorcycle Safety Programs. The

DPS Director has selected the Office of Traffic Safety to
develop, administer, and manage the overall program.
The Program exists under the authority of Nevada Revised
Statutes 486.370 through 486.377.

The motorcycle safety program is advertised to the public

Performance Measure 7

under the name Nevada Rider Motorcycle Safety Program, as a comprehensive Motorcycle Safety Program
aimed toward educating and training motorcyclists and increasing awareness of motorcycles by other road

users. The Program’s focus areas and priorities are:

1. Motorcycle Operation Training for the public
2. Public Awareness
3. Motorcycle Operator Licensing Examiner Certification

The Program also consults with the Governor’s Advisory Board on Motorcycle Safety for advice and
assistance in maintaining the administration and content of the Program. The mission statement of the

Advisory Board is:

To provide guidance, instruction, and direction to the Nevada Rider Program to ensure that the

residents of the State of Nevada have the opportunity to receive high quality motorcycle programs,
presented by well-trained, high quality, ethical instructors. All Nevada motorists will be aware of the
presence of motorcycles on the roads of Nevada and additionally be aware of the availability of the
program for all who wish such training. Additionally, the Board will promote and monitor the training

and guide the fiscal activities to safeguard the quality of the program.
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The Nevada Rider Program is housed in the Office of Traffic Safety, and is primarily state fee-based: $6.00
per motorcycle registration. The state’s 2014 budget for the program was $663,000. Paid and earned
media campaigns are supplemented with federal grant funds as well, to increase awareness among both
motorcyclists and motorists on the road.

See funding source for projects TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00076, and 00110 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00076 —Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management-Motorcycle Safety
Funding Source: 2010

The Nevada Rider program is the state’s motorcycle safety program, and it receives fee-based funds from
the Nevada DMV to sustain its budget. There is not a large reserve balance, however, in this state budget;
Nevada’s overall budget was seriously in deficit over the past six years, and the State’s 2011 Legislative
Session “swept,” or revised legislation to allow the transfer of this motorcycle program’s funds to the state’s
general funds, as needed.

However, Nevada’s economy and budget is recovering, and the program has experienced a recent
makeover after NHTSA's Assessment of the program in 2011. The federal funds permit more paid media
and outreach efforts for the motorcycle program than the state budget would allow. They also supplement
the HVE efforts of the Joining Forces program when conducting paid and earned media events (high
visibility).

Nevada’s 78th Legislative Session of 2015 revised the statute that authorizes the Motorcycle Safety
Program, to remove the ability for future legislators to ‘sweep’ its reserve funds; they can ONLY be spent on
the program itself.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Public Outreach and Media

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

In tandem with the Joining Forces HVE campaigns, paid and earned media are conducted throughout

the year to reinforce the message regarding safe driving behaviors. The goal for marketing and media

in Nevada is to raise awareness of the need to change poor driver behaviors and educate the motoring
public, pedestrians, and bicyclists on safe driving behaviors. The Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) will develop
and publish behavior-altering public traffic safety announcements and messaging that address:

1. impaired driving 4. motorcycle safety
2. safety belt usage 5. distracted driving
3. pedestrian safety 6. excessive speed

All campaigns are part of and support the state’s “Zero Fatalities” mission and messaging designed to
educate the motoring public and reduce serious injuries and fatalities in Nevada.

Each campaign focuses on the goal of each individual program priority (i.e., Occupant Protection, Impaired
Driving, Pedestrian Safety, Motorcycle Safety, and Distracted Driving). Campaigns will include TV, radio,
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online, cinema, outdoor media, outreach, and educational materials when appropriate per campaign and
target audience. These impactful safety messages will air in the media in tandem with Nevada’s 2016
‘Joining Forces” high-visibility enforcement events. OTS also partners with Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(SHSP) partners and other traffic safety advocates to saturate the media with educational, life-changing,
effective traffic safety messages that support SHSP strategies.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 8

NUMBER OF UNHELMETED MOTORCYCLIST FATALITIES

16 15

=== # of Unhelmeted e Performance Trend

14 Motorcyclist Fatalities

12
10
10

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each performance measure.
Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) was
determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent of the
existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than what
the trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual
fatality numbers.

FY 2016 Target
Decrease the trending un-helmeted motorcycle fatality rate from the 2009-2013 five-year moving average
of 6.8 to only 6.9 by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis
What: Between 2009 and 2013 there were 34 un-helmeted fatalities.
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Nevada Motorcyclist Fatalities by Helmet Use

Year Total Helmeted Unhelmeted Unknown Percent Known

Helmet Use Helmeted*
2009 42 39 2 1 95
2010 48 38 10 0 79
2011 41 36 5 0 88
2012 43 26 10 7 72
2013 57 48 7 2 87

Who: As with all motorcyclist fatalities, the un-helmeted fatalities are predominantly male.

FARS data includes moped rider fatalities in the
total of all motorcycle fatalities; however, moped

riders are an exception to Nevada’s universal
helmet law. Of the seven un-helmeted fatalities
in 2013, two were moped riders who were not
required to wear helmets.

Where: In 2013 77.8 percent of Nevada

motorcycle fatalities occurred in Clark County,

the most populated and urban county in

Nevada. Washoe County, the next largest, had
six fatalities representing 11.1 percent of the total
fatalities. The remaining 15 counties in the state

had a combined total of six fatalities.

Of the seven un-helmeted fatalities in 2013, five occurred in Clark County.

Why: Because Nevada has a universal helmet law covering all ages, it has a relatively small number of

motorcyclist fatalities that were un-helmeted at the time of the crash.

The helmet law does not extend to moped riders who represented 28.6 percent of the un-helmeted fatalities.

Performance Goal

See Performance Goals for Performance Measures 1 and 7.

Strategies

See Strategies for Performance Measures 1 and 7.
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Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada'’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the cost-effective strategies documented within the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work publication. For the projects detailed
under Performance Measure 8, OTS will utilize strategies outlined in the following problem-specific
countermeasures:

Chapter 2: Seat Belts and Child Restraints
Chapter 5: Motorcycle Safety

The effectiveness of these strategies is documented within the Countermeasures That Work publication, as
well as Nevada’s strategies in the SHSP.

Funding Source
See funding source for projects TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00076, and -00110 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00076 —Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management-Motorcycle
Safety

Funding Source: 2010

The Nevada Rider program is the state’s motorcycle safety program, and it receives fee-based funds from
the Nevada DMV to sustain its budget. There is not a large reserve balance, however, in this state budget;
Nevada’s overall budget was seriously in deficit over the past six years, and the State’s 2011 Legislative
Session “swept,” or revised, legislation to allow the transfer of this motorcycle program’s funds to the state’s
general funds, as needed.

However, Nevada’s budget is recovering, and the program has experienced a recent makeover after
NHTSA’'s Assessment of the program in 2011. The federal funds permit more paid media and outreach
efforts for the motorcycle program than the state budget would allow. They also supplement the HVE efforts
of the Joining Forces program when conducting paid and earned media (high visibility) events.

61 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



mmﬁ'iﬂm!mm! & Performance Measure 8

Y e ol Tasllic Sadory

Nevada’s 78th Legislative Session of 2015 revised the statute that authorizes the Motorcycle Safety
Program, to remove the ability for future legislators to ‘sweep’ its reserve funds; they can ONLY be spent on
the program itself.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Public Outreach and Media

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

In tandem with the Joining Forces HVE campaigns, paid and earned media are conducted throughout

the year to reinforce the message regarding safe driving behaviors. The goal for marketing and media

in Nevada is to raise awareness of the need to change poor driver behaviors and educate the motoring
public, pedestrians, and bicyclists on safe driving behaviors. The Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) will develop
and publish behavior-altering public traffic safety announcements and messaging that address:

1) impaired driving/riding

2) safety belt/helmet usage

3) pedestrian safety

4) motorcycle safety

5) distracted driving

6) excessive speed

All campaigns are part of and support the state’s “Zero Fatalities” mission and messaging designed to
educate the motoring public and reduce serious injuries and fatalities in Nevada.

Each campaign focuses on the goal of each individual program priority (i.e., Occupant Protection, Impaired
Driving, Pedestrian Safety, Motorcycle Safety, and Distracted Driving). Campaigns will include TV, radio,
online, cinema, outdoor media, outreach, and educational materials when appropriate per campaign and
target audience. These impactful safety messages will air in the media in tandem with Nevada's 2016
“Joining Forces” high-visibility enforcement events. OTS also partners with Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(SHSP) partners and other traffic safety advocates to saturate the media with educational, life-changing,
effective traffic safety messages that support SHSP strategies.
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Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each performance measure.
Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) was determined.
Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent of the existing trend line;
conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than what the trend line currently
indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual fatality numbers.

FY 2016 Target
Decrease the trending rate of fatal crashes involving a driver age 20 and under by 1 percent, from the
2009-2013 five-year moving average of 30 to only 34 by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis

What: From 2009 through 2013, 1,274 traffic fatalities occurred on Nevada roadways. Of those, 151 (11.9
percent) involved drivers aged 15 to 20.

Year 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Age 15-20 37 23 26 35 30
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Who: Between 2009 and 2013, 16 motorcyclist fatalities occurred among drivers at or under 20 years old.
In that same time period, 60 unrestrained fatalities occurred among vehicle occupants at or under age 20,
and 31 impaired driving fatalities involved drivers ages 16 to 20. In 2013, the motor vehicle death rate for
male drivers and passengers ages 15 to 20 was over three times that of their female counterparts.

Where: In 2013 83.3 percent of Nevada motor vehicle fatalities involving drivers age 15 to 20 occurred

in Clark County, the most populated county in Nevada. Washoe County, the next largest by population,
had two fatalities representing 6.7 percent of the total fatalities. The three remaining fatalities were in rural
Douglas, Humboldt and Lincoln Counties.

When: For the 15 to 20 age group, crash risk is especially high during the first month of licensure. Curfew
requirements in Nevada’s Graduated Drivers Licensing law have led to fewer nighttime crashes in the last
few years for this age group (10pm — 5am < 18 years old).

Why: Teens are far more likely to underestimate dangerous situations, speed and distraction factors due to
their inexperience. In 2013, 60 percent of motor vehicle crashes involving drivers ages 15 to 20 cited speed
as a factor, 41.4 percent cited suspected alcohol and/or drug use and 24 percent indicated that the teens
involved were not restrained.

Strategies
OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
www.zerofatalitiesnv.com.

The project strategy for teens includes:

e Encouraging safe driving habits by increasing awareness of safety belt usage and of the dangers
of impaired, distracted and aggressive driving through public media campaigns and in-school
programs.

e FEducating teens about traffic safety through community-based organizations, workshops, mentoring
and providing resources for effective traffic safety projects.

e Working with statewide and local law enforcement agencies to continue to promote and educate teens
about safe driving behaviors.

e (Creating public education programs that will reach and engage the target demographic.

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the cost-effective strategies documented within the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work publication. For the projects detailed
under Performance Measure 9, OTS will utilize strategies outlined in the following problem-specific
countermeasures:

Chapter 1: Alcohol Impaired and Drugged Driving
Chapter 2: Seat Belts and Child Restraints
Chapter 3: Aggressive Driving and Speeding
Chapter 4: Distracted and Drowsy Driving
Chapter 6: Young Drivers
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Funding Source
See funding source for projects TS-2016-UNLV-00036, TS-2016-Drivers Edge-00075 and TS-2016-NVOTS
©658-00111 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00111—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety— Zero Teen Fatalities Program
Funding Source: NDOT - 21

Motor vehicle crashes are the leading cause of young driver fatalities in the United States. Based on miles
driven, teenagers are involved in three times the number of fatal crashes for all other aged drivers. Specific
behaviors are associated with the causes of their high fatality rate, including speeding, distracted driving
and driving under the influence of alcohol and/or drugs, combined with inexperience and immaturity. Lack
of seat belt use also contributes to a high percentage of preventable teen driver deaths.

Zero teen Fatalities was developed to address Nevada’s Strategic High Safety Plan, specifically Strategy
3.4: “Education - Educate young drivers, reduce underage drinking and driving, increase awareness,
improve pedestrian and motorist safety awareness.” Zero teen Fatalities increases awareness of the impact
of seat belt usage and the dangers of impaired and distracted driving, as well as speeding and aggressive
driving, which are all critical safety issues for this age group. This program also addresses the importance
of pedestrian safety and the rising fatality rate for pedestrians in Nevada.

Zero teen Fatalities uses a combination of school and classroom presentations, assemblies, administrator/
educator meetings, parent presentations, driver's education classes, and other venues and events to
spread awareness about teen driving issues. The program hosts a variety of competitions and challenges
to encourage teens to develop and spread traffic safety messages to their classmates, friends and family
members. Zero teen Fatalities also works with Driver's Edge to hold a competitive hands-on driving day
with professional drivers and law enforcement partners to educate teen drivers and give them first-hand
experience dealing with potentially dangerous situations.

Since the inception of this program, Nevada has reduced the number of teen roadway fatalities. This is
partly due to efforts in educating teen drivers now, in their learning stages, that also helps to prevent bad
driving behavior later when they become adults.
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TS-2016-Drivers Edge-00075—The Payne Foundation, Inc.—Driver’s Edge-Teen Safe

Driving Program

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

The Drivers Edge program provides drivers ages 21 and under with a comprehensive training session

that teaches both basic and advanced safe driving skills taught by professional driving instructors. Young
drivers gain supervised behind-the-wheel experience during the driving portion that teaches them how to
operate a car safely in emergency situations. Exercises include skid control, panic breaking, and avoidance
procedures. In addition to the driving portion, sessions provide classroom instruction regarding critical

safe driving emphasis areas for young drivers, such as occupant protection, impaired driving and
distracted driving.

Drivers Edge provides valuable learning time and resources to young drivers and their parents. The
program specifically addresses the top three contributing factors for teens in fatal crashes: failure to
maintain proper lane (speed, distraction), lack of seat belt use, and alcohol and/or drug use.

TS-2016-UNLV-00036—Board of Regents, Nevada System of Higher Education obo UNLV.—Driver’s
Edge—Drivers Edge: Assessment through Smartphone App

Funding Source: 405(b)

The Transportation Research Center at the University Nevada-Las Vegas (UNLV-TRC) is working on
analyzing the motorcycle crash data, survey and analysis of day time seat belt data, and analysis of the
Drivers Edge teen driving behavior project. There is a strong need for establishing the connections between
all these pieces and developing a sophisticated model to assess ‘safety culture’ in Nevada. Efforts are
being made to make the state a “Zero Fatality” state, but in a complex network like this where a lot of factors
are interlinked and affect each other, an integrative and inclusive approach is needed.

This project will be a continuation of the current 2015 Drivers Edge project and will be the next phase of this
Teen Driving Behavior project which involves taking key findings from the phase-I| project and developing

a feedback control system aiming toward Zero Fatalities. The project will also asses all the educational
campaigns and outreach efforts regarding teen driving in Nevada (including Drivers Edge) to help make a
strong pitch for the Teen Driving Safety Leadership Program in 2016. TRC will collaborate with Drivers Edge
and other teen driving programs to develop a comprehensive teen driving program for Nevada, using it as
the top resource for all teen driving data, mathematical models, statistical analysis, news, programs, videos
and literature.

For effective evaluation of the Drivers Edge program, TRC proposes development of a smart phone
application to track the progress of participants during the program. Using data from this application can
help quantify the improvements in the skill sets of participants and gauge the effectiveness of the program.
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Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each performance measure.
Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) was
determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent of the
existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than what
the trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual
fatality numbers.

FY 2016 Target
Decrease the trending pedestrian fatality rate from the 2009-2013 five-year moving average of 47 to only 72
by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis

What: Between 2009 and 2013, 237 pedestrians died and 736 were critically injured in crashes on Nevada
streets. After a sharp decline in 2009 and 2010, pedestrian fatalities have risen consistently to a high of 65
in 2013. Preliminary numbers show 2014 numbers rose slightly over the 2013 total and by .11 percent.
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Year State Population #100K’s Fatalities Rate per Population
2003 2,296,566 22.9657 66 2.87
2004 2,410,769 241077 60 2.49
2005 2,518,870 25.1887 63 2.50
2006 2,623,050 26.2305 51 1.94
2007 2,718,336 271834 52 1.91
2008 2,738,733 27.3873 56 2.04
2009 2,711,206 271121 35 1.29
2010 2,724,634 27.24634 36 1.32
2011 2,721,794 27.21794 46 1.69
2012 2,783,383 27.50217 55 2.00
2013 2,818,112 27.83383 65 2.34

Who: Tragically, pedestrians over the age of 66 are the most likely to be killed as pedestrians crossing
streets, on sidewalks and in medians; both male and female fatality numbers are highest for those at the top
of the age range chart in data covering 2009-2013 (see chart on next page.)

Critical injuries for males are highest in the 46 to 55 age bracket and for females in the 26-35 year old
bracket. Looking at overall injuries and fatalities, those over 50 are far more likely to be killed and critically
injured. Not having specific data for who walks by age range limits the ability to say if they die because of
fragility or because they are crossing in higher numbers. The age for the average pedestrian fatality has
risen over a decade in the past five years.

Critical injuries to those under age 21 have decreased in the 2009-2013 five-year average, they are 26.8
percent of the total; in census numbers they are 26.9 percent of the population. In years past that figure
was as high as 33 percent of the total injuries. Fatalities for those under 21 are also reduced: only 8 percent
of pedestrian fatalities in 2009-2013 were under age 21.

Taking a look on the other end of the age spectrum, however, indicates an increase. Those over the age

of 65 make up 10.3 percent of the Nevada population, but in the last five years were 21.5 percent of
pedestrian fatalities and were 8.4 percent of critical injuries, another indication that fragility does play a role
in older pedestrian fatalities in Nevada.
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Nevada is a diverse state with many minorities well represented. The fast rising Hispanic/Latino population
have become the majority in Southern Nevada public schools. The pedestrian fatality numbers are
reliable, and they indicate that white, non-Hispanics are 69 percent of the fatality data, and 79 percent of
the population. Black Non-Hispanics are also over represented at 12.5 percent of the fatalities but only 9
percent of the population.

Hispanic-Latino make up only 5 percent of the pedestrian fatalities, but make up 27.5 percent of the
population. All other ethnicities represent less than five percent of the total number of fatalities. This may be
due in part to all OTS and Zero Fatalities educational efforts always being presented in both English and
Spanish, for all focus program areas.

Where: There are two main population areas in the state, Clark and Washoe Counties and only Carson City,
capital of Nevada is more than one percent of the population of the state. Between the three, they made up
90 percent of the state population and 96.4 percent of pedestrian fatalities over the past five years.

Each population center has their contributing factors to pedestrian crashes, and the issues vary greatly
between counties and between injury crashes and fatal crashes. Looking at crashes in Carson City, even
though there are few, fatalities happen on straight, flat, fast streets, and have generally been the fault of the
driver.
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In Washoe County, the contributing factors have shifted in the past five years to look more urban than rural
as the city has grown and streets have gotten more congested, faster and with fewer safe places to cross
the street. In Washoe, fatalities are still evenly divided between drivers and pedestrians being the at fault
party, and light conditions being evenly divided between light and dark.

In Clark County, where an average of 78.4 percent of pedestrian fatalities occur, the vast majority happen
when it is dark, on streets that are at least six lanes wide and the posted speed limit is an average of

40 mph. More than 75 percent of the time it is also the fault of the pedestrian, though many drivers are
traveling over the already fast posted speed limit.

Looking at critical injury crashes in all three areas indicates a more evenly divided fault between drivers and
those on foot; however, a majority (66 percent) of pedestrian injuries and fatalities happened mid-block on a
roadway. Those crossing at an intersection, with or without a crosswalk, made up 24 percent of the total of
those killed and injured, where neither action is strictly the fault of either the driver or pedestrian.

2%

. In Roadway

. At Intersection (with crosswalk)
. At Intersection (no crosswalk)
B sidewalk

n Median (Not on Shoulder)

Source: Nevada DOT 2014

Where crashes happen is sharply contrasted in regard to urban versus rural. In the rural areas pedestrian
fatalities and critical injuries happen when crossing highways that connect cities. In Washoe County
crashes are increasingly on wider and faster streets, which is the norm for Clark County. Having strategies
to reduce the crash numbers and the severity of the crashes are essential to the plan for mitigating
pedestrian crashes.
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Pedestrian Crashes by County and AMVMT

County Name Avg/Year Percent Avg Crashes per AMVMT
Clark 605 78.4% 1.66
Washoe 129 16.7% 1.32
Carson City 10 1.3% 0.00
Elko 7 0.9% 0.01
Douglas 6 0.8% 0.01
Nye 4 0.5% 0.02
Churchill 4 0.5% 0.00
Lyon 4 0.5% 0.03
Storey 1 0.1% 0.00
White Pine 1 0.1% 0.00
Mineral 0 0.1% 0.00
Pershing 0 0.1% 0.00
Lincoln 0 0.1% 0.00
Esmerelda 0 0.1% 0.00
Humboldt 0 01% 0.00
Eureka 0 0.0% 0.00
Lander 0 0.0% 0.00
Total 772 100% 0.03

When: Of interest in a tourist driven state, there is a significant increase in the number of pedestrians killed
on Friday; however, between 85 and 90 percent of pedestrian fatalities and critical injuries are Nevada
residents. The answer may lie in the fact that Friday is a slower night for tourists, who are mainly arriving for
a weekend after the conventioneers for the week have left, so many restaurants and attractions have their
shortest staffing on Fridays, thereby making Friday a bigger night for locals. Saturday is the second most
significant, followed by Thursday.

In Clark County, injury crashes happen both day and night, but the vast majority of fatalities happen when it
is dark. Most streets away from the tourist areas are poorly lit and areas with the highest number of families
without cars live in older neighborhoods where poor lighting is a factor in pedestrian fatalities.

In both urbanized areas, by the time a driver can see a pedestrian in the street it is almost impossible to
stop in time for them. Education about overdriving your headlights and stopping distance has become a
topic for all groups working to reduce pedestrian crash numbers.
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The month that crashes happen has varied much annually over the past five years, where targeting
messaging has been difficult to plan. Back to School, Halloween, Daylight Savings Time changes and
School ‘s Out are areas of focus for pedestrian safety educational efforts. In Washoe weather plays a role in
when people increase their exposure, but in Las Vegas where the weather issue is excessive heat, August
and September have been at the top of the list most years.

Looking at trauma center data, the top three months for pedestrian injuries and in-hospital fatalities are
August, January and March; versus the crash data base which shows the top months to be October, March
and January. Most interesting is that the top months of August for the trauma center and October in the
crash data are significantly higher than the other eleven months. August is not high for crashes, but they are
more severe than other months.

Why: Looking at ranking for states and cities for pedestrian fatalities, Nevada has again been ranked in the
top ten deadliest states. Beginning in 2009, Nevada spent three years out of the top ten, for the first time
since 1999. In 2012 Nevada was ranked seventh worst state for pedestrian fatalities, with a rate per 100K
population of 1.96, versus the national average of 1.51.

Smart Growth America and the National Complete Streets Coalition publish the annual Dangerous by
Design report that focuses on large metropolitan cities, and reports a Pedestrian Danger Index, or PDI, that
looks not only at crashes but walkability scores and also importantly, the number of people who actually
walk in those cities.

72 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



m“ m‘*“ﬂ};ﬁ Performance Measure 10

W e ol Tasilic Safewy

Smart Growth lists 52.2 as the national PDI, and ranks Las Vegas 9th for the decade 2003-2012 for cities
with more than one million residents, with a PDI score close to twice the national average at 102.67.

Nevada was almost entirely built post WWII, when it was common for most families to own a vehicle, and
therefore, was not built with small, walkable streets. The layout of Clark County is almost wholly on a mile
grid for arterials, with many streets having three-fourths mile between intersections where it is legal to
cross the street. Lanes are plentiful, with most being six lane straightaways with eight to 10 lanes at the
signalized intersections.

Lanes themselves are 13 feet wide with outside lanes easily 16 feet. The result is drivers are very
comfortable traveling at minimum 10 miles over the posted speed limit, which on most arterials average

40 MPH. There are many arterials currently posted at 50 and 55 MPH. It is illegal to cross a freeway on foot,
but there are many that run adjacent to neighborhoods actually called neighborhood streets.

The urban sprawl design has begun to be seen in Washoe County now as well, and is contributing to their
pedestrian fatality problem, where in two of the last five years pedestrians have been more than 40 percent
of the total number of road fatalities.

As eluded to earlier in the Smart Growth America report, there are varied reasons for the why of Nevada’s
high ranking for pedestrian fatalities and critical injuries: speed, lighting conditions, wide flat, fast streets,
visibility, distraction for both drivers and pedestrians and more.

Dangerous by Design named three groups who are the most over-represented in pedestrian fatalities:
children, the elderly and people of color. It would seem for fatalities this is only true in Nevada for those
66 and older, who are 10.3 percent of the population but 21.5 percent of the fatalities, and were under-
represented in critical injuries, at 8.4 percent.

The largest contributing factor to fatalities is pedestrian error: crossing mid-block outside of a marked
crosswalk, at intersections against the light at night in dark clothing, or darting into the street not allowing
enough time to stop. Prior to 2009, pedestrians were allowed by law to cross outside of crosswalks and
intersections in-between two signalized intersections if another street bisected the road and the pedestrian
didn’'t cause the vehicle to change their forward motion. The wording was changed and now those on foot
can only cross at intersections or marked mid-block crosswalks.

Legislative efforts have failed twice to change it back; once in the 2013 Nevada Legislature and again

in 2015 by the committee drafting the bill to address pedestrian safety. The 2015 version of the bill did
not include key things like ‘when and where’ it is legal to cross and changing ‘yield to stop,” but what was
introduced was passed and will become law July 1st, 2016.

When the pedestrian is at fault, the action most often cited is improper crossing, followed by darting into the
road, or not giving drivers’ time to stop. Third is failure to yield, closely followed by not being visible. There is
much to do to assure pedestrians can be seen on Nevada streets.
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Performance Measure 10

The reasons attributed to pedestrian crashes are often recorded as only the first contributing factor when
it comes to fault. Often, the pedestrian may be outside of a crosswalk, but the driver is also speeding; if
the driver had been traveling at the speed limit, then, would the pedestrian have made it across the street

safely?
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The posted speed limit in both urbanized areas of the state are often regarded as “a guideline” and the
85th percentile on any given road will consistently be 10 to 15 MPH higher. Research shows that at 30 MPH
close to half of pedestrians hit by a motor vehicle will not survive. Even on extremely fast streets where
many drivers have reacted and slammed on the brakes, the slowing speed is the actual posted speed limit,
resulting in critical to fatal injuries.

The costs associated with the injuries caused in pedestrian crashes are high. A study by the Center for
Traffic Safety Research, CTSR, for 2009-2012 shows the annual cost to the state of Nevada for pedestrian
trauma at $16 million. The average trauma patient cost to the state is $41,764.

Pedestrians without insurance make up 35 percent of the total and their average hospital cost is higher
at $47,034, and close to $6 million annually, which seems to support how much faster streets in southern
Nevada are higher with pedestrian hospital cost in the south at $46,343 versus in the north, where the
average is $35,127.

Another contributing factor to pedestrian crashes is alcohol and drug use, when you add all the
impairment, the total is a staggering 60 percent of the total, and result in far higher hospital costs when the
pedestrian survives. Average trauma costs for pedestrians hit who are sober is $40,461 and when impaired
the total jumps to $65,201; a $25,000 increase.

When you break down the 60 percent impairment data, it is primarily the pedestrian at 31 percent alcohol
above a BAC of 0.08, and 8 percent each for drug use and alcohol and drug combined, totaling 47
percent. For drivers it is 10 percent over an .08 and 3 percent drugs.

A strategy for addressing the problem of impaired pedestrians is convincing them how dangerous it is

to walk as well as drive impaired, when many point to the fact that ‘at least they are not driving.” Another
over-represented population, the homeless, were shown in a report to be impaired 81 percent of the time in
Clark County crashes between 2008 and 2011.
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. Drug Involved-Ped

. Drug Involved-Driver
| Drug & Alcohol-Ped

n Drug & Alcohol-Driver

. Other-Other

0%

75 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



‘/: hcmﬂu.g:numi of

N e ol Tasllic Sy

Strategies

Through the Nevada Office of Traffic Safety
Highway Safety Plan, and the State’s Strategic
Highway Safety Plan, both the Pedestrian Critical
Emphasis Area Committee and the Southern
Nevada Pedestrian Education and Legislation Task
Force have been working on the strategies adopted
by the plan in 2012, which include:

Enforce pedestrian laws at high-crash locations:

e Provide pedestrian safety education for pedestrians and motorists:

Provide targeted overtime funding
so law enforcement can ticket
noncompliant motorists and/or
pedestrians;

Conduct judicial/court system outreach
to help drive home the message of
enforcement follow-through;

Publicize enforcement initiatives; and

Improve the language in the Nevada
Revised Statutes so that pedestrian
laws are easier to understand and
enforce.

Coordinate and support pedestrian safety awareness campaigns;
Create educational materials for buses and bus shelters statewide;
Target messages to minority and low-income neighborhoods; and

Performance Measure 10

Create and/or support programs that promote walking or biking to school.

e Develop criteria to identify high-crash pedestrian locations and placement, design, and

implementation guidelines for pedestrian amenities:

Identify high-crash pedestrian locations by most recent crash year;

Analyze data to determine hazardous areas; develop mitigation strategies; conduct RSAs

(roadway safety audits); program improvements;
Identify and implement pilot pedestrian safety projects;

Develop and implement more pedestrian-friendly design standards and countermeasures;

and

Support the creation and implementation of regional pedestrian safety action plans.

At the Nevada Traffic Safety Summit in March 2015, new strategies were discussed and considered.
The steps for achieving the new strategies are still being determined, but the following strategies may be
added for 2016 and some potential countermeasures are listed as well below, but in draft form.
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Improve Pedestrian /Visibility

e |Improved lighting in dark areas

e Advance warnings for both pedestrians and drivers

e Adopt Rapid Beacon Flashers as the preferred flasher

Improve Pedestrian Awareness and Behavior

e Qutreach to all ages of students

e FEducate all road users and law enforcement of current laws
e Require additional training for driver license renewal

Reduce Pedestrian Exposure

e Address distractions to both drivers and pedestrians

e More well designed crosswalks

e Decrease turning radii where needed

e Reduce vehicle speeds through proven countermeasures

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the cost-effective strategies documented within the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work publication. For the projects detailed
under Performance Measure 10, OTS will utilize strategies outlined in the following problem-specific
countermeasures:

Chapter 1: Impaired Driving

Chapter 4. Distracted and Drowsy Driving
Chapter 6: Young Drivers

Chapter 7: Older Drivers

Chapter 8: Pedestrians

The effectiveness of these strategies is documented within the Countermeasures That Work publication,
which can also be referenced for specifics on Nevada’s strategies.

oy
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Funding Source
See funding source for projects TS-2016-RPD-00070, TS-2016-UNR-00038, TS-2016-NLVPD-00059,
TS-2016-UNR-00035, TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00085, 00110, 00095 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00085—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management-Pedestrian
Funding Source: 402

The Nevada Office of Traffic Safety will encumber and manage the fiscal resources necessary to

provide staff time and operational needs of OTS that relate directly to planning, developing, coordinating,
conducting, monitoring, evaluating, and auditing of all projects within the pedestrian traffic safety program
area.

This grant provides funds for direct program management and direct costs incurred for the programs by
professional and administrative staff. Regular training and evaluation of staff members is conducted to look
for opportunities to increase efficiency, transparency, and/or accountability to the public and the federal
government.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Media & Marketing/PR Outreach
Funding Source: NDOT - 21

OTS and many other Nevada agencies work together year-round to make Nevada’s roadways safer. Still,

in 2013 an estimated 266 people were killed; this is up from 246 in 2011 and 261 in 2012. Many of these
deaths can be directly traced to people choosing non-safe driving, riding or walking behaviors on the road.
One of the six critical emphasis areas in Nevada’s SHSP is how to increase pedestrian safety. The need

to educate the public about these dangers and the virtues of making the right choices when walking and
when driving is more important than ever. Consistent messaging under the Zero Fatalities campaign on
safe driving behaviors also helps to educate tourists and new citizens to the state on traffic laws and safe
choices.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00095—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Joining Forces

Funding Source: 402, 405(b), 405(d)

Joining Forces, the state’s multi-jurisdictional traffic enforcement program, has been successful in
conducting high-visibility enforcement (HVE) events for problem areas identified within the SHSP, including
pedestrian safety usage, for over a decade. As one of the six critical emphasis areas of Nevada’s SHSP,
this portion of the project will support pedestrian HVE enforcement events in Nevada during 2016, and any
other grant-funded pedestrian enforcement events throughout the year.

TS-2016-UNR-00035—Board of Regents, Nevada System of Higher Education, obo UNR—
Pedestrian Safety Project

Funding Source: 405(b)

The purpose of this project is to build on the success of prior pedestrian safety projects conducted by
University of Nevada Reno Police Services. This project continues to educate drivers and pedestrians in the
University area and surrounding community about crosswalk safety, with a special emphasis on ‘distracted
walking,’ as well as to educate drivers to improve safety on Nevada roadways. During its current grant
project, UNR continued its research of the millennial generation, considered by many to be the multi-screen
generation. Millennials are the primary target age group; people who are continually looking at one screen
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or another throughout the day, as this is the primary way they receive information. This project includes a
funding request to create a media campaign designed to reach the local youth and young adult population.
The media campaign will include such things as a PSA, online ads, and social media.

TS-2016-NLVPD-00059—North Las Vegas Police Department—Pedestrian Safety Education &
Awareness

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

This program provide the citizens, both adults and children of North Las Vegas with an increased
awareness of pedestrian safety issues through education and enforcement thereby decreasing the number
of pedestrian fatalities. The focus will balance slightly toward pedestrian enforcement to reduce fatalities
caused by dangerous pedestrian behaviors. Driver education and enforcement will include awareness of
the dangers of distractions such as handheld mobile devices which increasingly contribute to pedestrian
collisions.

TS-2016-UNLV-00038—Board of Regents, Nevada System of Higher Education, obo UNLV—
Vulnerable Road Users Project

Funding Source: 405(b), NDOT - 21

Pedestrians and bicyclists are the most vulnerable road users. This program provides a multi-level solution
to pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities through education and awareness via committees and media outreach
to bring awareness to the dangers affecting pedestrian and bicyclist safety.

TS-2016-RPD-00070—Reno Police Department—Reno PD Pedestrian Safety Program

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

To change the existing upward trend of pedestrian fatalities, the Reno Police Department will be enforcing
pedestrian safety laws and providing education to distracted pedestrians. Specifically, this project’s
activities will focus on distracted pedestrians talking on their cell phones while walking, not paying attention,
and/or wearing headphones that restrict the ability to hear oncoming traffic. The Reno and Las Vegas urban
areas of Nevada are where the pedestrian safety problem exists in Nevada. Approximately 60 percent of
the pedestrian fatal crashes are the pedestrian at fault, but that does not mean that efforts aren’t also being
made toward educating motorists on the law. Pedestrian safety is one of the six critical emphasis areas of
the state’s SHSP.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 11

TRAFFIC RECORDS
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Justification for Performance Target

An assessment of Nevada’s Traffic Records Program in 2010 recommended that the TRCC and the
Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) work with individual courts to automate the process of receiving
conviction information from all Nevada courts. It also suggested that Nevada create a citation tracking
system to track tickets from issuance to disposition to reduce the incident of inconsistent commercial
vehicle data, and to assess the enforcement process. This performance target for FY 2016 is a step toward
both of these recommendations, as it automates getting the citation information to the AOC (and the 32
courts the AOC serves) through the NCJIS interface into the courts’ case management system (CMS).

FY 2016 Target
Increase the number of law enforcement agencies submitting traffic citations electronically to the
Administrative Office of the Courts from 21 to 23 agencies by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis

State and local governments in Nevada recognize the need to collaborate in the development and
implementation of a highway safety information system improvement program to provide more timely,
accurate, complete, uniform, integrated, and accessible data to the traffic safety community. Achieving
a statewide-integrated data system supports decision making when determining what countermeasures
to pursue with the finite resources that are available. The State’s Traffic Records Coordinating Committee
(TRCC) includes members from all participating law enforcement agencies as well as the Administrative
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Office of the Courts (AOC), Department of Transportation (NDOT), Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV),
Department of Health’s Emergency Medical Systems (EMS), and commercial vehicle representation (NHP
and FMCSA).

Law enforcement and other agencies collaborate by contributing statewide traffic data to the Nevada
Citation and Accident Tracking System known as NCATS. NCATS supplies traffic crash and citation data

to government and nongovernmental agencies and to the public through the Nevada Department of
Transportation—Safety Engineering Division. NCATS data is used in many ways, from planning or mitigating
roadway construction and improvement projects to safety program data for better, safer roadways and
vehicles. NCATS data is also used to improve outcomes in emergency and trauma medical care.

Performance Goal

The Nevada Traffic Records program will continue to collect, analyze, and utilize crash data to determine
appropriate countermeasure activities and to plan resource allocation. Currently, crash data from three large
agencies (Las Vegas Metropolitan, Henderson, and Reno Police Departments) is collected by individual
data pushes through a manual process. Methods for automating the collection of crash data are being
developed in partnership with NDOT information technology researched to decrease the number of days it
takes to input crash reports into the NCATS repository.

Strategies

e Continue the NCATS Modernization Project currently being implemented, due for completion in FFY
2016. The vendor awarded is Brazos Technology from College Station, Texas.

e |dentify and seek permanent funding sources to support hardware and software needs of participating
agencies, such as fine enhancements, penalty assessments, or other fees attached to traffic
convictions to support the Traffic Records system.

e (Continue to improve on partnerships and collaboration with state agencies currently participating
in the TRCC, including Emergency Medical Systems; Department of Motor Vehicles; and local,
municipal, and state courts.
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e (Continue coordination with the SHSP partners,
with critical emphasis on data quality.

e Develop automated agency report feedback.
This will be developed with the NCATS
Modernization Project. The back-end user
should be able to utilize the data gathered in
the state repository. TRCC will prioritize the
integration of EMS data to state crash data in
2016.

e Update the state crash repository to become
more compliant with current MMUCC
standards. Subcommittee meetings through
TRCC will began in July 2015.

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies
found in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the
cost-effective strategies documented within the
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s
Countermeasures That Work publication. For the
projects detailed under Performance Measure 11,
OTS will utilize strategies outlined in the following
problem-specific countermeasures:

Chapter 1: Alcohol Impaired and Drugged Driving
Chapter 2: Seat Belts and Child Restraints
Chapter 3: Aggressive Driving and Speeding
Chapter 4: Distracted and Drowsy Driving
Chapter 5. Motorcycle Safety

Chapter 6: Young Drivers

Chapter 8: Pedestrians

The potential effectiveness of these strategies is
documented within the Countermeasures That
Work publication, as well as Nevada’s strategies in
the SHSP.

Funding Source

Performance Measure 11

See funding source for projects TS-2016-WCS0O-00105, TS-2016-DPS NHP-00034, TS-2016-UNR
UNSOM-00067, TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00084, 00121, 00122, 00123, 00124, 00125, 00117 on page 113.
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Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00084—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Program Management,

Traffic Records

Funding Source: 405(c)

Program Managers must assure that all elements of a particular program, or Uniform Guidelines, are
being reviewed, considered, implemented, and evaluated at any given time of the grant cycle. Each
safety program requires problem identification, data analysis and multiple grant project development,
implementation and evaluation. The coordinating and monitoring of each project in a program area, along
with the evaluation and fiscal monitoring, contribute to the successful completion of a given project and its
meeting of specific goals, objectives, and tasks contained within the project agreement.

TS-2016-UNR UNSOM-00067—University of Nevada School of Medicine—Risk Taking Behaviors
and Vehicular Crashes: Data-Driven Identification of Behaviors and Intervention

Funding Source:NDOT - 21

The project allows for improved technology that can integrate data and quantify the total impact of vehicular
crashes in Nevada; this provides valuable information on the events leading up to a crash. By using this
data, Nevada is able to develop a methodology and provide a more comprehensive analysis of priority
program areas.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00121—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Traffic Records Coordinating
Committee (TRCC)

Funding Source: 405(c)

MAP-21 requires states to maintain a Traffic Records Coordinating Committee (TRCC) at the executive
and technical level to qualify for federal funding for traffic records. This project provides funding for TRCC
member agency representatives’ travel to and from meetings and any other expenses related to those
meetings.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00122—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—NCATS (Nevada Citation & Accident
Tracking System) Modernization: Brazos Contract

Funding Source: NDOT - 21, 405(c)

Brazos Technology was awarded a contract in Dec 2010 for data collection software for the NCATS
(Nevada Citation & Accident Tracking System) repository. This project funds the implementation of the
NCATS Modernization project, to include continuing development of NCATS programs and infrastructure,
crash upload maintenance, and development of the NCATS citation piece & database.

The contract with Brazos Technology primarily addresses improving front end data collection and
importation of data into the NCATS repository. It includes crash and citation data collection software on
portable electronic devices used by field officers, a web based system for entering and editing reports, and
importation of crash and citation data into NCATS. Reporting capabilities are also present on the website
for agencies to do some analysis of crash and citation data. The Brazos Technology software is available to
any participating agency at no cost in exchange for providing their crash and citation data to NCATS.
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TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00123 —Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—NCATS (Nevada Citation & Accident
Tracking System) MSA

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

In addition to the Brazos Technology software contract, DPS and NDOT are partnering in a contract with

an MSA Information Technology vendor (Master Services Agreement). This vendor will analyze the current
NCATS system; provide consultation on improvements, and on developing the improvement upon approval
by NDOT and DPS. This will include automating importation of data from Brazos and other law enforcement
agencies’ vendors, and automation of exportation to NDOT and other back-end users. NDOT is providing
Highway Safety Improvement Plan (HSIP) funding toward this project as well as supervising/managing the
MSA project through NDOT'’s Information Technology Division.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00124—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Traffic Records Fixed Deliverables
Funding Source: 405(c)

The Nevada Citation & Accident Tracking System (NCATS) modernization project includes data collection
software provided through contract with Brazos Technology (Brazos). This project will provide funding for
equipment for participating agencies and new agencies to collect data through Brazos.

One of the challenges for the NCATS project in Nevada has been getting law enforcement agency
participation in the collection of citation and crash report data through electronic means. This has affected
the timeliness, accuracy, completeness, uniformity, integration, and accessibility of state crash and citation
data. As the current software vendor, Brazos Technology has continued to improve their solution for data
gathering, the number of participating agencies has surpassed the number using the prior vendor’s
software. The NCATS Modernization Project team and TRCC foresee increased interest among agencies.
As these agencies have not used electronic means for data collection in the past, they do not have the
associated hardware for such a project. Providing funding for equipment for agencies to participate

will eliminate this financial roadblock and improve the timeliness, accuracy, completeness, uniformity,
integration, and accessibility of state crash and citation data. This provides better data for the state overall,
enabling state and local jurisdictions to use this data to contribute toward reducing traffic fatalities, injuries
and crashes in Nevada.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00125—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—TR-RMS Interfaces

Funding Source: 405(c)

Nevada statute requires all Nevada law enforcement agencies to submit their crash reports to the
Department of Public Safety (the state). DPS developed a Records Management System (RMS) interface
with vendor Spillman Technologies, Inc. that is also openly offered to any other law enforcement agency
in the state to utilize; some of the smaller agencies do not have the resources needed to have an effective
RMS system.

This project allows for funding to assist those law enforcement agencies that want to participate in the DMS
RMS program to obtain the equipment, labor, and/or resources needed to participate.
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TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00117—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Crash Data Analyst Training

Funding Source: 405(c)

Fatalities and injuries on Nevada’s roadways continue to be a major concern for the Nevada Highway Patrol.
Improved education, procedures and tools are necessary to identify enforcement needs, engineering
needs and equipment liability. One specific shortcoming identified in the collision investigation training
levels of the Highway Patrol is the lack of certified Crash Data Recovery Technicians and Analysts. This
grant project seeks to address these training deficiencies in the most cost effective manner.

1) Collision Data Recorder Technician:

Collision Data Recorder Technicians are certified to retrieve data from a crash vehicle’s airbag control
module and engine control module during a collision investigation and reconstruction. NHP has the
equipment to read the collision data recorders in both the Northern and Southern Commands. NHP

has eight personnel qualified to retrieve data from a vehicle’s Collision Data Recorders. Additionally, the
Northern Command Elko region does not have any personnel trained whom are readily available as they
have been promoted and reassigned. By hosting this course in Nevada, NHP can bolster the number of
personnel qualified to retrieve collision data from vehicles and provide certified personnel to the Northern
Command Elko region.

2) Crash Data Retrieval Analyst:

This training offers the collision reconstructionist who has completed the basic CDR Technician Course
(CDR Technician 1 and optionally, level 2) further insight into the function of the automobile Event Data
Recorder (EDR) function or subcomponent, its history and evolution as well as expanded interpretation
skills enabling the application of a Bosch Crash Data Retrieval (CDR) Tool generated report to a situationally
complete crash reconstruction. Using traditional reconstruction techniques such as momentum applications
and admissibility hearing issues unique to this technology as the basis for the course objectives, the

CDR Data Analyst Certification course is both a natural extension of the CDR Technician training and an
expansion of a reconstructionist’s skill set.

TS-2016-DPS NHP-00034—DPS Nevada Highway Patrol—Collision Reconstruction Training
Funding Source: 405(c)

This grant project seeks to address this training deficiency by enrolling agency personnel in the Traffic
Collision Reconstruction Il course scheduled in Reno, NV during April 2016. In addition to ensuring all
current MIRT personnel complete the reconstruction course, the project will provide the opportunity to train
additional personnel to the reconstruction level; thereby creating a pool of qualified Reconstructionists that
may be used to fill future MIRT vacancies.

TS-2016-WCSO0-00105—Washoe County Sheriff’s Office—TS Equipment: Tablets

Funding Source: 405(c)

Within Washoe County the number of injuries resulting from traffic crashes continues to rise. Crashes
involving pedestrians, speed and distracted driving continue to impact the community and the families that
live there. Between January and February of 2014 and the same time period in 2015, the Washoe County
Sheriff’s Office investigated an additional 20 crashes. Between December 2014 and February 2015 alone
had four fatal crashes.

In addition to this increase in crashes, our current MC75A units are failing, which makes it almost impossible
to write any citations, and they are being phased out, which makes it difficult to repair and/or replace. The
tablets requested in this application for funding will replace the agency’s current MC75As. They are faster,
more reliable, and more user friendly.
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This equipment will the reduce the number of fatalities and injuries that occur in the area by streamlining
and accelerating enforcement activities. They will increase the number of citations issued by decreasing
the amount of time needed per stopped driver. Studies have shown that visible enforcement and increased
ticket issuance does reduce poor driving behavior, thus reducing crashes, injures, and fatalities. By
decreasing the amount of time needed for each traffic stop, increases the amount of time spent on
enforcement activities. By having reliable, user friendly equipment, the deputies are able to get back to their

patrol duties much quicker. New reliable equipment will result in a 25 percent reduction in the time needed
to issue a citation.

86 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



o Nevib Departiment of
Pubiic Safety

(e of Tesllic Sadony

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 12

CHILD PASSENGER SAFETY
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Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each performance measure.
Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) was determined.
Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent of the existing trend line;
conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than what the trend line currently
indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual fatality numbers.

FY 2016 Target
Decrease the number of traffic fatalities of children between ages 0-4 from the five-year moving average
of 2 (2009-2013) to 1 by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis

What: Nevada FARS data shows that there was 10 motor vehicle related fatalities for children aged 0-4 from
2009-2013. The motor vehicle trauma patients data provided by the CTSR indicate that more than 562 child
crash victims (age 0 to 6) were brought to NV trauma centers from 2005 to 2011,

Who: Only 69.4 percent of these children were reported as being properly restrained. There’s a significant
difference in injury severity in children based on restraint usage, with 21.8 percent of unrestrained children
suffering critical injuries as opposed to 6.2 percent of restrained children.
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Studies show that children involved in rollover
crashes had the highest incidence rates of
incapacitating injuries. In rollover crashes, the
estimated incidence rate of incapacitating injuries
among unrestrained children was almost three
times greater than for restrained children. In near-
side impacts, unrestrained children were eight
times more likely to sustain incapacitating injuries
than children restrained in child safety seats.
During 2005 through 2011, most traffic-related
injuries were sustained by children 2 and 6 years
of age.

Where: According to vital records data for years
2004-2013 from Southern Nevada Health District,
motor vehicle crashes are the leading cause of
injury-related death in children in Clark County,
Nevada. Trauma data for Northern Nevada
indicate no significant changes in non-restrained
injuries between 2005 (four injuries) and 2011
(three injuries). The same data for Southern
Nevada demonstrates a decline from 22 to eight
unrestrained injuries from 2005 through 2008,
respectively; there was an increase in 2009 to 11
injuries and a decline to seven injuries in 2010. The
overall number of children injured in car crashes
declined from 2005 to 2009 but rose again in 2010.

When: A majority of Nevada’s children were injured in traffic crashes on Tuesday, Wednesday and Saturday.
Data shows that a majority of Nevada’s children age 0—6 were injured in traffic crashes on Friday and over
the weekend.

Why: Preliminary Nevada car seat check data for 2014 shows that out of 1,828 car seats inspected, only
11 were installed correctly. Infant seats have the highest percent of critical misuse, followed by rear-facing
convertible seats. Studies show that children who are correctly using the appropriate restraint for their size
and age are at a significantly lower risk of sustaining serious or fatal injuries in event of a crash.

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada'’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the cost effective strategies documented within the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work publication. For the projects detailed
under Performance Measure 12, OTS will utilize the strategies outlined in the following problem-specific
countermeasures:

Chapter 2: Seat Belts and Child Restraints

The potential effectiveness of these strategies is documented within the Countermeasures That Work
publication, as well as Nevada'’s selected strategies in the SHSP.
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Funding Source

See funding source for projects TS-2016-CLC Fire Prot-00033, TS-2016-Nye Comm-00017,
TS-2016-UNR-00044, TS-2016-HGhosp-00069, TS- 2016-EV Fam-00051, TS-2016-RWFRC-00119,
TS- 2016-REMSA-00120, TS- 2016-NVOTS 658-00106 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00106 —Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—First Responder/Public Health

CPS Training

Funding Source: Cat 10

This provides resources to facilitate necessary Child Passenger Safety training to state and local law
enforcement personnel and other first/emergency responders (e.g., firefighters, emergency medical service,
and hospital staff), enabling agencies statewide to assist with public inquiries regarding proper child safety
seat fittings, choices, best practices, and Nevada law.

TS- 2016-REMSA-00120—Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority—REMSA Point

of Impact

Funding Source: 405(b)

REMSA'’s Point of Impact program addresses this traffic problem by offering a comprehensive Child
Passenger Safety education program. Parents are educated on the proper use and installation of car
seats through monthly checkpoints offered at various community locations throughout the Reno/Sparks
area. In addition, Point of Impact offers the National Child Passenger Safety Certification Training multiple
times each year. This course draws participants from rural communities throughout the state. This year’s
project will include the piloting of a rural ‘Program in a Box’ kit for the smaller communities to utilize in
establishing their own child passenger safety programs. POl is also working closely with the Indian Health
Services on that project. In addition, recertifying technicians are given the opportunity to fulfill recertification
requirements by attending the program’s monthly seat check events—at which an instructor is generally
available to provide seat sign-offs—and by attending one of the multiple continuing education unit (CEU)
sessions Point of Impact offers to CPS technicians each year.

TS-2016-RWFRC-00119—Ron Wood Family Resource Center—Ron Wood Child Car Seat

Safety Program

Funding Source: 402

The Ron Wood Family Resource Center will continue to serve as a child seat inspection station and provide
CPS-related education to parents and caregivers in Carson, Lyon, Douglas, Storey, and outlying rural
county areas. Northern Nevada rural regions have few child passenger safety resources. Ron Wood is the
only fitting station that also travels to clients in these rural counties.

TS- 2016-EV Fam-00051—East Valley Family Services—Occupant Protection Program

Funding Source: 402

East Valley Family Services serves low-income families in Central and East Las Vegas as well as Laughlin.
A large portion of the clients served are Hispanic families. Many of these families come directly from
Mexico or other Central American countries without education and the necessities to gain citizenship. The
realization that car seats are mandatory in Nevada often doesn’t reach them until they have been stopped
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or a crash happens. They live largely under the radar and often cannot afford car seats. The Center for
Traffic Safety Research (Nevada trauma data) determined that injury and hospital resource utilization
disparities are significant between Hispanic and non-Hispanic children injured in motor vehicle crashes:

35.8 percent of Hispanic children were unrestrained, compared to 25.8 percent of non-Hispanic children
(2005-2012). This difference in restraint use may explain injury and hospital resource utilization disparities
found. Compared with their non-Hispanic counterparts, Hispanic children:

e Had more head and spine injuries although there was no significant difference in overall injury
e Spent more days on a ventilator
e Accrued significantly higher hospital charges

East Valley Family Services will increase child passenger safety through conducting child safety education,
awareness, inspection and installation services to East/Central Las Vegas and Laughlin communities, using
their existing partnership with the Title One area schools. Public awareness of the Car Seat Safety program
will be conducted at all community outreach and public events. Four seasonal Car Seat Safety events
including inspections will be held at East Valley’s main site in East Las Vegas.

TS- 2016-HGhosp-00069—Humboldt General Hospital—Regional Child Passenger Safety
Funding Source: 402

The problem of insufficient resources to properly strengthen and expand the HGH child passenger safety
program is challenging to all rural areas in Nevada. With funding provided by this grant, HGH will acquire
equipment that will be utilized for mobile child passenger safety check events In Humboldt County and
surrounding rural communities. With this additional capability, check points across the region will be
scheduled at least quarterly. It is estimated that each check event will educate an average of 40 parents
and caregivers with seat inspections and installations.

The Senior CPS technician and program manager will secure CPS Instructor certification. Certification will
enable the agency to conduct required 40 hour CPS technician certification courses locally. Local courses
can be instructed in modules that promote volunteer participation as well. HGH will also work in partnership
with REMSA'’s Point of Impact Program in Washoe County in piloting a rural ‘CPS Program in a Box’ that
REMSA/SAFE KIDS Washoe County is creating (see TS- 2016-REMSA-00120 project above)

Obijectives of the project include increasing the number of certified Child Passenger Safety technicians
across the region. At minimum, certify one or two CPS technicians in each of the network counties,
as well as:

e Develop a Child Passenger Safety program guide in cooperation with Nevada’s Child Passenger
Safety Advisory Board. This guide will be invaluable for the new cadre of certified CPS technicians
and provide how-to informational resources for starting CPS programs in Lovelock, Battle Mountain,
Elko, and other rural population areas.

e Provide CPS educational classes that are open to the public at locations that are consistent and
identifiable in each community across the region.

e (Coordinate a regional child safety distribution and education program. Provide qualifying families with
child restraints to assure children are not unrestrained due to family low-income status.
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TS-2016-UNR-00044 —Board of Regents, Nevada System of Higher Education—Car Safety

Seat Survey

Funding Source: 405(b)

The main purpose of this project is to provide public opinion telephone survey data to the Office of Traffic
Safety regarding the public’s attitudes toward key traffic safety issues and attitudes toward car seat safety
usage. The Office of Traffic safety will be able to utilize the data and recommendations from the final report
for a baseline measure of community attitudes and car seat usage. As a priority recommendation from

the July 2014 OP Assessment, OTS may consider collecting these same data annually for a longitudinal
comparison of movement in community attitudes due to OTS’s educational efforts with respect to car

seat and booster seat usage among Nevada families. As such, these data can be considered a program
evaluation of OTS’ community programming efforts. OTS can utilize these data for internal evaluation
efforts, community educational efforts, and media efforts to reduce traffic injuries to families with children in
Nevada. These data can be used by OTS for community planning and educational outreach efforts as well.

TS-2016-Nye Comm-00017—Nye Communities Coalition—Occupant Protection

Funding Source: 402

Nye Communities Coalition (NyECC) will coordinate and conduct child safety seat installations and
education for children and their parents throughout Nye County, the largest land county geographically in
Nevada, and the second largest in the nation. NyECC will utilize community events as a means to educate
the community about the importance of using safety seats and on correct installation and use of the seats;
and it will conduct regular individual seat checks (by appointment) in the three main city centers of the
county: Pahrump, Tonopah, and Beatty. NyECC will proactively educate local communities about Nevada’s
seat belt and child seat laws that require front and rear seat occupants of passenger vehicles to wear safety
belts (over age 6 or 60 pounds) or ride in an approved child restraint that is also properly installed in the
vehicle per manufacturer’s instructions.

TS-2016-CLC Fire Prot-00033—Central Lyon Co. Fire Protection District—Child Safety Seat
Program

Funding Source: 402

The Central Lyon Co. Fire Protection District will provide, child safety seats, installations, training, and
inspections, to educate the community about the importance of using safety seats as well as correct
installation and use of the seats.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 13

NUMBER OF BICYCLE FATALITIES
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Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each performance measure.
Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) was
determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent of the
existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than what
the trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual
fatality numbers.

FY 2016 Target(s)
Decrease the current bicycle fatality trend from the 2009-2013 five-year moving average of 5 to only 6 by
December 31, 2016.

Decrease the moving average of bicycle critical injuries from the 2009-2013 five-year average of 69, to 66
by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis

What: Between 2009 and 2013, there were 26 bicyclists fatalities and 345 critically injuries on Nevada
roadways and sidewalks. Bicycle fatalities comprise an average of two percent of the overall fatalities
on Nevada roadways during this timeframe.
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After several years of fatalities in the double
digits, bike fatalities hit a low of three in
2012, but climbed back up to 7 in 2013.
While much has been done structurally to
add bike lanes and identify preferred bike
routes, other improvements have led to
faster streets, which can prove deadly to

all modes of transport, including cyclists
and pedestrians.

Who: Overwhelmingly, males are more at
risk than females for critical or fatal injuries
on a bike. Looking at five years of data,
2008-2012, 86 percent of bicycle critical
injuries and 80 percent of bicycle fatalities
were men.

Looking at age groups, the most likely to be
critically injured or killed on bikes are those
who are under 16, making up 27.5 percent
of the total fatalities. Older cyclists are
thankfully underrepresented in this data,
with 4.5 percent of the total.

Bike helmets are not required by law in
Nevada, which is a tourist destination. It is
interesting to note that patients admitted to
Nevada Trauma Centers in 2012 and 2013
reflected that neighboring states do require
helmets: nonresidents were helmeted 67
percent of the time, while Nevada residents
were helmeted only 40.7 percent of the time.

Looking at all riders treated in Nevada Trauma Centers, the age group between 15 and 19 were the least
likely to wear a helmet, at 75 percent. Another sad fact is that typically those who had no insurance were
unhelmeted 87 percent of the time. Although there are many free bicycle helmet community events, there
needs to be more of these coupled with safety education. Those who commute by bike because they
cannot afford a vehicle should not have to choose between necessities and safety.

While the pedestrian numbers for the Hispanic-Latino population killed and injured have dropped, the bike
numbers overall have not, with 22 percent of bicycle fatalities being Hispanic, 4 percent African American
and 65 percent White or Non-Hispanic.

Looking again at helmet usage in these crashes, those recorded as Hispanic wore a helmet only 19.5
percent of the time, and African-Americans wore it only 13 percent of the time. The White/Caucasian
patients wore helmets just over 50 percent, and those listed as “other populations” fared best, being
helmeted 72.4 percent of the time.
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Where: In the five year data from 2009-2013, the majority of bicycle fatalities, 57 percent, happened in Clark
County, the most populated urban area in the state, followed by the only other urbanized area, Washoe
County at 22.8 percent. Rural Lyon, Douglas and Nye counties each had 5.7 percent of the bike fatalities,
and Churchill County saw one person killed, or 2.8 percent of the total.

By population, Clark County is in the bottom third of counties across the nation, while Lyon and Douglas
counties are in the top third for bicycle fatalities, per capita.

Bicycle fatalities happen mostly in urban areas on arterial roads that are fast and wide. A significant number
of critical injuries and fatalities happen on sidewalks, where riders think they are safer than on the fast
streets, not understanding that drivers are not looking for them on the sidewalk, and especially when they
ride against traffic, as many do. This is another potential educational opportunity, clearly defining where
cyclists can and should ride, and when it is allowed to ride on the sidewalk. Currently, Nevada law states
that when a cyclist is on the road it is considered a vehicle. Many parents, rightfully, are too scared to allow
their children to ride on the streets of Las Vegas.

1% 1% 2%

. Median-Not on Shoulder

. Shared Use Path or Trail
. Driveway Access

. Shoulder

D Intersection-No Crosswalk

. Intersection—crosswalk

D0 0

B sidewalk
In Roadway
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Fault for crash causation is equal, with both passenger vehicle driver and the cyclist each listed at fault
50 percent of the time.
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When: Different from pedestrian fatalities, just under 70 percent of the bicycle fatalities occur during
daylight. Mid-week is the most dangerous for cyclists, where fatalities peak on Tuesday and Thursday;
critical injuries occur more often on Wednesdays and Saturdays; Sunday is by far the safest day to travel by
bicycle in Nevada.

This data could possibly point to the number of commuters who use bikes and or bikes and buses during
the work week. It is a little known fact that the bus system in Las Vegas carries as many bikes in one month
as the bus system in Portland, OR, which is known as a cycling mecca.

Wednesday was the most dangerous day for pedal cyclists for the combined 26 fatalities and 330 serious
injuries from 2009 to 2013. Saturday was the second-most severe day, with 57 fatalities and serious injuries

Why: The contributing factor listed most often on bicycle crashes is improper crossing, followed by failure
to yield; both could be either the driver of the car or the rider of the bike, so it is difficult to narrow the focus
down more than that. Data also indicates that riding on the sidewalk puts a cyclist at greater risk, as does
“darting” into a roadway.

. Darting Into Roadway
- Failure to Obay Traffic Sign/Signal
. Inattention

. Impropper Crossing
" | Dark Clothing/Not Visible

. Wrong Side of Rdwy

. Failure to Yield

Another switch from pedestrian behavior of cyclists involved in crashes is of being impaired. Cyclists were
impaired 25 percent of the time in fatal crashes, where 10.7 percent involved alcohol and 14.2 percent
involved drugs. Passenger vehicle drivers were impaired at 14.2 percent (all alcohol).

Looking at trauma data for the state for 2012 and 2013, 17 percent of the cyclists admitted tested positive
for alcohol, and none of them were helmeted.
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Strategies

Under the Strategic Highway Safety Plan, bicyclists were formally added to the Pedestrian Critical Emphasis
Area. There have been many efforts to support making streets safer for cyclists in Nevada, where safe
routes are mandated in both Washoe and Clark County Action Plans. Hundreds of miles of additional bike
lanes have been established in the past two years, and are growing weekly.

One possible opportunity for improvement is to create a law mandating helmet use in the upcoming 2017
Legislative Session. As mentioned previously, Nevada’s bordering states do require bicycle helmets in their
riding laws. It could be coupled with more clearly defining where bikes belong on the roadway (are safest),
and if and when anyone is allowed to ride on the sidewalk.

The Nevada Department of Transportation coordinates the state’s Safe Routes to School program, and
encourages education and community events for school age children throughout the year, to walk or ride
their bike to school instead of being driven. This year (2015) marked the sixth annual Nevada Moves Day
in March:

“Whether as part of an organized event or not, Nevada Moves Day is an opportunity to help children
learn more about pedestrian and bicycling safety,” NDOT Bicycle, Pedestrian and Safe Routes to
School Program Manager Bill Story explained. “And, whether it’s for Nevada Moves Day or part of

a daily routine, physical activity at an early age, such as walking or bicycling, helps reduce heart
disease, diabetes and other obesity-related illnesses. Plus, walking or biking to school can lessen
up to 25 percent of morning rush hour traffic that results from children being driven to school.”

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses the cost-effective strategies documented within the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work publication. For the projects detailed
under Performance Measure 13, OTS will utilize strategies outlined in the following problem-specific
countermeasures:

Chapter 9: Bicycles

The potential effectiveness of these strategies is documented within the Countermeasures That Work
publication, as well as Nevada’s selected strategies in the SHSP.

Funding Source
See funding source for project TS-2016-CARE-00096 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS- 2016-CARE-00096— CARE Coalition—Safety Assemblies in Nevada Elementary Schools
Funding Source: 402

The main purpose of this project is to help the Office of Traffic Safety with its educational outreach efforts
with respect to safety belt usage, helmet usage, and pedestrian awareness. This is a joint collaboration
between the CARE Coalition (serving as the Fiscal Agency), Look Out Kids About, and George Dare,
motivational speaker, singer, song writer, and music producer. Through community outreach and
entertainment education, the goal is to increase the numbers of Nevada children who use their helmets
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when riding their bikes and scooters to school, increasing seat belt use while riding in a motor vehicle,
and increasing their awareness about looking both ways before crossing the street.

To conduct at least 48 “Safety” assemblies or educational events while school is in session during the

FY 2016 grant year that will encourage elementary school-aged children to wear their seat belts, wear their
helmets, and “look left, look right, then look left again” while walking or riding a bike to school. The target
goal for Clark County is 30 schools. The target goal in Washoe County is 18 schools.
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NUMBER OF DISTRACTED DRIVING FATALITIES
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Justification for Performance Target

2016 performance targets are based on the most current linear trend for each performance measure.
Based on these trend estimates for 2016, a rate per 100 Million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) was
determined. Each target for 2016 seeks to reduce the fatality rate per 100M VMT by one percent of the
existing trend line; conversely, the target is to achieve performance that is one percent better than what the
trend line currently indicates, referencing the relationship between VMT, the trend line, and actual fatality
numbers.

There are inherent limitations in the data from distraction-related crashes, and due to the change in Fatality
Analysis Reporting System (FARS) data coding, distraction-related crash data from 2010 forward cannot be
compared to previous years of data. The FARS definition of a Distracted Driver crash is as follows:

“The ‘Driver Distracted By’ element identifies the attributes which best describe the driver’s attention to
driving prior to the driver’s realization of an impending critical event or just prior to impact if realization

of an impending critical event does not occur. Distraction from the primary task of driving occurs when
drivers divert their attention from the driving task to some other activity; driving while daydreaming or lost in
thought is [also] identified as distracted driving by NHTSA.”
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Physical conditions/impairments (fatigue, alcohol, medical condition, etc.) or psychological states (anger,
emotional, depressed, etc.) are not identified as distractions by NHTSA. In contrast, ‘Looked But Did Not
See” as causation for a crash is used when the driver is paying attention to driving (not distracted), but
does not see the relevant vehicle or object (blind spot, etc.).

FY 2016 Target

Decrease the trending distracted driving fatality rate from the 2010-2013 four-year moving average
(distracted driving data only available starting in 2010) of 18 to a five year moving average of only 21
by December 31, 2016.

Problem ID Analysis

Distracted-related fatalities for Nevada, as defined by FARS, have been relatively small numbers for the
past four years per Table 1 below. For years 2010-2013, these crashes totaled 65, resulting in 70 fatalities,
or an average of 17.5 distracted-related fatalities per year.

Distraction-Related Crashes & Fatalities

2010 2011 2012 2013
Crashes Fatalities Crashes Fatalities Crashes Fatalities Crashes Fatalities
Total fatal Crashes/ 235 257 223 246 239 262 245 266
Fatalities
Distraction-Related 12 14 19 21 15 15 19 20
DR Percent of Total 5% 5% 9% 6% 6% 6% 8% 8%

Crashes/Fatalities

However, because of Nevada’s small population and wide open spaces of VMT, these numbers still
represent a significant percentage of all roadway fatalities in the state.
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Nevada’s ‘no texting/electronic device usage while driving’ law, or NRS 484B.165, was enacted in 2011.
It does allow for hands-free electronic communication while driving, however. Exemptions include those
for first responders and emergency personnel while on duty and responding to an incident; and a ‘Good
Samaritan’ law, if another driver uses their cell phone to contact 911 because of witnessing an incident.

Although Nevada’s law was effective in 2011, the number of citations written during highly visible
enforcement (HVE) events for distracted driving violations have not significantly decreased. Distracted
Driving was added to the state’s HVE problem focus areas in 2012, and is a focus area of the state’s
Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP).

What: Between 2010 and 2013, there were 70 fatalities from distraction-related crashes in Nevada.

Who: In 2013, 245 fatal crashes were caused by distracted driving in Nevada. For 2009-2013, male drivers
aged 26 to 35 were involved in most distracted driving fatalities and serious injury crashes, followed by
male drivers aged 31 to 35.

Where: Geographically, the vast majority of distracted driving fatalities were concentrated in Clark County.
However, distracted driving is not just an urban problem, but a rural problem as well. Arterials are the most
common roadway that experiences these crashes.

When: Just over half of the distracted driving fatalities occurred between 6 a.m. and 6 p.m.
The highest proportion of distracted driving fatalities and serious injuries occur during weekends.

Why: Distraction causation factors as listed in the crash reports indicate the following five driver distractions
for the 70 crashes that occurred between years 2010-2013:

e (Cell Phone e Moving Object
e |nattention e FEating
e QOther Occupant

Countermeasure Strategy

OTS projects are coordinated with the strategies found in Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(www.zerofatalitiesnv.com). Nevada also uses proven national strategies to reduce motor vehicle fatalities
and serious injuries, like High Visibility Enforcement efforts. Other cost-effective strategies used are
documented within the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration’s Countermeasures That Work
publication; the Nevada projects detailed under Performance Measure 14 will utilize strategies outlined in
the following problem-specific countermeasures:

Chapter 4 — Distracted and Drowsy Driving
Chapter 8 — Pedestrians

The potential effectiveness of these strategies is documented within the NHTSA Countermeasures That
Work publication and the reader should reference it for specifics on Nevada’s selected strategies also found
in the SHSP.
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Funding Source
See funding source for projects TS-2016-UNLV-00021, TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110 and 00095 on page 113.

Related Projects

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Public Outreach and Media

Funding Source: NDOT - 21

In tandem with the Joining Forces HVE campaigns, paid and earned media are conducted throughout

the year to reinforce the message regarding safe driving behaviors. The goal for marketing and media

in Nevada is to raise awareness of the need to change poor driver behaviors and educate the motoring
public, pedestrians, and bicyclists on safe driving behaviors. The Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) will develop
and publish behavior-altering public traffic safety announcements and messaging that address:

1) impaired driving

2) safety belt usage
3) pedestrian safety
4) motorcycle safety
5) distracted driving

In an effort to establish a downward trend in fatalities and serious injuries on Nevada’s roadways. All
campaigns are part of and support the state’s “Zero Fatalities” mission and messaging designed to educate
the motoring public and reduce serious injuries and fatalities in Nevada.

Each campaign focuses on the goal of each individual program priority (i.e., Occupant Protection, Impaired
Driving, Pedestrian Safety, Motorcycle Safety, and Distracted Driving). Campaigns will include TV, radio,
online, cinema, outdoor media, outreach, and educational materials when appropriate per campaign and
target audience. These impactful safety messages will air in the media in tandem with Nevada's 2016
“Joining Forces” high-visibility enforcement events. OTS also partners with Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(SHSP) partners and other traffic safety advocates to saturate the media with educational, life-changing,
effective traffic safety messages that support SHSP strategies.

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00095—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Joining Forces

Funding Source: 402, 405(b), 405(d)

To obtain participation from law enforcement throughout the state and to increase their activity in high
visibility enforcement activities. Increased visibility is a good deterrent for many negative driving behaviors,
in addition to having the ability to stop and educate drivers and/or issue citations.

Law enforcement agencies know the “hot spots” within their communities, and will review statistics to
determine high traffic locations for holding events. Events will take place on various days, during various
times, based on special events taking place within the community and the statistics. Statistics also show
the effectiveness of the program.

High visibility activities to increase public awareness and decrease crashes will include checkpoints,
saturation patrols and Selective Traffic Enforcement Programs (STEP).
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TS-2016-UNLV-00021—Board of Regents, Nevada System of Higher Education,

obo UNLV—Distracted Driving Intervention Targeting College Students

Funding Source: 405(b)

Distracted driving is a public health and public safety problem in Nevada. It is estimated that 3500
distraction related crashes occur in the Silver State each year. The Nevada Highway Patrol issued 12,000
distracted driving tickets for use of electronic devices in 2012. Two possible solutions to decreasing motor
vehicle crashes related to distracted driving are education and policy. This project will provide college-
aged students with strategies to avoid and prevent distracted driving as well as inform them of Nevada
law and the potential legal and civil consequences of not paying attention while driving. The current legal
consequences of distracted driving include a $50.00 fine for the first offense, $100.00 for the second and
$250.00 for subsequent violations (Focus on the Road, 2014).
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MEDIA AND MARKETING PLAN

The purpose of this project is to raise awareness of critical traffic safety issues (HSP 2016 Performance
Measures 1-14) and the need to change poor driver behavior. The OTS will coordinate and purchase
behavior-altering public traffic safety announcements and messaging that address: 1) impaired driving,

2) safety belt usage, 3) pedestrian safety, 4) motorcycle safety, and 5) distracted driving as well as other
critical behaviors in an effort to establish a downward trend in fatalities and serious injuries. All campaigns
are part of and support the state’s Zero Fatalities mission.

Performance Goals

OTS will strive to accomplish specific and measurable objectives related to safety marketing during
FY2016. The overarching goal will be to educate the public about roadway safety while increasing
awareness of coordinated campaigns and messages to create a positive change in safety-related
behaviors on Nevada’s roadways, specifically:

ok D=

Increase seat belt usage in the 2016 observational survey (or maintain at least 90 percent usage).
Reduce impaired driving crashes and fatalities in FY2016.

Increase compliance with Nevada’s hand-held law.

Reduced pedestrian fatalities in FY2016.

Effectively reach and educate at-risk drivers and pedestrians through high-impact and engaging
media channels.

This plan intends to strike an effective balance between offline awareness and online engagement by
reaching a minimum of 85 percent of the target audience with a safety message a minimum average of
4 times for each driving behavior campaign.

In order to accomplish these goals, OTS will apply a strategic approach by which targeted communication
tactics will be employed to educate the public and to promote positive behavioral change, specifically:

Make efficient use of available budget to establish annual plans for media placement. Purchasing in
advance provides savings and more impactful campaigns;

Ensure that social norming messaging and media placement will coincide with enforcement-specific
efforts;

Leverage media dollars during nationally funded campaigns by utilizing and incorporating National
campaign buys (e.g., May CIOT and Aug-Sept Labor Day Impaired Driving);

Leverage additional support from Nevada s Zero Fatalities program to strengthen the impact of
synchronized campaign messages to the public;

Maximize the media exposure for each campaign and increase the added-value opportunities
provided to OTS by media partners;

Place safety messages at high-profile public venues (e.g., sports arenas) where a high volume of
people will see safety messages;

Be present at events that connect with the public individually in support of safety campaigns;

Look for relevant tie-ins and integrated messaging from both public and private groups, as applicable
(e.qg., Blue Man Group, Zappos.com, DMV, etc.);
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e (Collaborate with safety partners and Zero Fatalities ambassadors;

e Encourage social media interactions related to traffic safety messaging and capitalize on the large
social media networks of media partners;

e | everage existing organic resources and networks whenever possible in order to extend the impact of
our campaigns;

e Tap into national content and research, encourage media partners to engage in campaigns, work with
other state Departments, create training ties with large local businesses, etc.

Budget Category Descriptions

21-NDOT-OP — These funds will cover paid media services for Seat belt and Occupant Protection
campaigns and education throughout November and May. TV, radio, bus stop shelter posters and
outreach events may all be encompassed in this strategy. This Click It or Ticket campaign will also include
billboards or other signage. This annual campaign includes a hard-hitting paid media message combined
with stepped up enforcement of safety belt laws with the Joining Forces Program. OTS will be partnering
with NDOT on this campaign and the message will be stretched to the maximum with the Zero Fatalities
umbrella.

DPS-OTS will utilize a media mix to cover the primary target audience of men age 18-34. By using radio
and television, there will be the opportunity to maximize both the reach and frequency to the available
target. The primary markets will be the Las Vegas metro area including Pahrump, the Reno/Sparks metro
area and Elko. Cable television will be used to reach rural areas, Carson/Douglas, Winnemucca, Fallon,
Fernley, Yerington, and North Lake Tahoe, Laughlin, etc. Hispanic males will be reached through both the
general market schedule and Spanish language television.

It should be noted that Hispanic-Latinos are over-represented in unbuckled and impaired crashes, but
equal 25 percent of the state’s population. However, they only represent less than five percent of pedestrian
crash fatalities. This may be due in part to all OTS and Zero Fatalities educational efforts are presented in
both English and Spanish languages, regardless of focus area.

21-NDOT-IMP — Impaired Driving Campaigns falling under this budget include March St. Patty’s, July
Independence Day holiday, September Labor Day, and the Christmas/New Year season. TV, radio,
billboards, and print will feature a targeted DUl message around these typically heavy party and drinking
times for young men. The annual campaigns include hard hitting paid media messages combined with
stepped up enforcement of impaired driving laws.

Funding may also be used for educational materials as needed to maximize outreach efforts in cooperation
with the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, law enforcement agencies statewide, NDOT and
Nevada’s Zero fatalities umbrella campaign. This plan helps to maximize the reach and frequency of limited
media dollars.

21-NDOT-MC - This funding source includes Northern and Southern Nevada targeted campaigns

in October, May, and September, which coincide with peak riding times, national campaigns, and
enforcement around motorcycle safety. During these times, there is a large influx of motorcycles on both the
major freeways and the surface streets. DPS-OTS will reach the target audience of male adults age 25-54
as well as increase passenger vehicle driver awareness of motorcycles on Nevada roadways. Outdoors
advertising will be utilized because it provides the optimum reach and frequency of message necessary

to provide education on motorcycle safety with minimal verbiage to get the message across (and avoid
distractions). Radio, print, digital promotion, and TV will also be utilized in addition to signage, with an
emphasis on radio.
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21-NDOT-PED - This project provides funding for Public Service Announcements and media relating to
pedestrian safety. DPS-OTS will utilize radio & television Public Service Announcements (PSA'’s) to urge
drivers to share the road, as well as promote enforcement campaigns. Billboards will be used to reach
motorists to remind them to watch out for pedestrians who are walking and crossing roads safely. Bus stop
shelter posters and bus posters will be used in the Clark County metro area.

21-NDOT-DIST - Distracted Driving messages will be combined with enforcement activities, TV, and radio
promotion to maximize effectiveness and visibility. Campaigns and education may include other mediums
such as promotion of “It Can Wait for 28” program activity which was successfully implemented by the
Nevada DPS in the prior fiscal year. All distracted driving media campaigns will be conducted statewide
and as with all other campaign messages, this effort will be combined with Nevada’s Zero Fatalities
imitative.

21-NDOT-PR-OUT - Public Outreach and Public Relations events will be scheduled in conjunction with
existing program schedules. To reinforce and increase the effectiveness of local and national media
messaging as well as enforcement calendars, the public will be provided opportunities to interact with OTS
and NHP staff (e.g., Bikefest, Divas Day Out, Bite of Las Vegas, Mining Expo, River Run). Promotional items
will be distributed to encourage indirect messaging and provide reminders when staff/media is not present.

Pedestrian Crashes by County and AMVMT

Project Number Budget Category Budget Amount Funding Type

21-NDOT-OP Occupant Protection Education & $ 150,000 NDOT 21
Media Campaigns

21-NDOT-IMP Impaired Driving Education & $ 300,891 NDOT 21
Media Campaigns

21-NDOT-MC Motorcycle Safety Education & $ 200,000 NDOT 21
Media Campaigns

21-NDOT-PED Pedestrian Safety Education & $ 150,000 NDOT 21
Media Campaigns

21-NDOT-DIST Distracted Driving Education & $ 175,000 NDOT 21
Media Campaigns

21-NDOT-PR-OUT Public Relations and Outreach for $ 215,000 NDOQOT 21

Occupant Protection, Impaired
Driving, Pedestrian Safety,
Motorcycle Safety and Distracted
Driving

TOTAL ALL FUNDS* $1,190,891.00
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"All categories include direct purchases for PR, Outreach, Pl & E, Print and Outdoor services and products
as well as any other educational media services deemed appropriate or necessary (e.g., Move Over).
Budget also includes some operating costs.

Related Projects:

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110—Nevada Office of Traffic Safety—Marketing & Media
Funding Source: NDOT - 21

The Office of Traffic Safety will develop and publish behavior-altering public traffic safety announcements
and messaging that address: 1) impaired driving, 2) occupant protection, 3) pedestrian safety, 4)
motorcycle safety, and 5) distracted driving in an effort to encourage a downward trend in fatalities and
serious injuries on Nevada’s Roadways. All campaigns are part of and support the recently adopted Zero
Fatalities mission and messaging and are designed to educate the public in Nevada. Hard-hitting media
messages will air congruent with high-visibility enforcement events as organized by Joining Forces. OTS
also partners with Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) partners and other traffic safety advocates
saturating the media with educational, life-changing effective traffic safety messages that support SHSP
strategies. Program-specific campaigns will include use of TV, radio, cinematic, and online promotion,

as well as outdoor signage, outreach and distribution of educational materials when appropriate and as
funding allows.

2016 Projected Media Calendar

Media efforts within this budget will attempt to align with Joining Forces’ 2016 planned enforcement activity
as well as NHTSA’'s 2016 national paid media calendar. The embedded file below reflects OTS estimates
based on prior calendar years. The schedule should be treated as tentative until both entities have
solidified 2016 calendars.
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NV OTS FY16 TENTATIVE MEDIA CALENDAR

OCTOBER '15 | NOVEMBER ‘15 DECEMBER '15 JANUARY '16 | FEBRUARY '16 MARCH '16 APRIL '16

NHTSA Traffic Safety Calendar

Joining Forces Enforcement
Calendar

OTS Motorcycle Safety Fall MOTORCYCLE

OTS Impaired Halloween

OTS CIOT Local

OTS Impaired Holiday

OTS Impaired Super Bowl -

OTS Pedestrian Safety

OTS Impaired St. Patrick's Day

OTS Distracted Driving

OTS Motorcycle Safety Spring
OTS CIOT National

OTS Impaired 4th July

OTS Pedestrian Safety Summer

OTS Impaired Labor Day
OTS Motorcycle Safety Summer

MAY '16 JUNE "16 JULY 16 AUGUST 16 SEPTEMBER "16

NHTSA Traffic Safety Calendar

Joining Forces Enforcement
Calendar

OTS Motorcycle Safety Fall
OTS Impaired Halloween

OTS CIOT Local

OTS Impaired Holiday

OTS Impaired Super Bowl
OTS Pedestrian Safety

OTS Impaired St. Patrick's Day
OTS Distracted Driving

OTS Motorcycle Safety Spring MOTORCYCLE
OTS CIOT National
OTS Impaired 4th July -
OTS Pedestrian Safety Summer
OTS Impaired Labor Day

OTS Motorcycle Safety Summer MOTORCYCLE

MEDIA CALENDAR COLOR KEY

MOTOR COACH / WORK ZONE SAFETY
OCCUPANT PROTECTION (CIOT) DISTRACTED DRIVING / FOCUS ON THE ROAD
IMPAIRED DRIVING BICYCLE SAFETY
MOTORCYCLE SAFETY SPEED / AGGRESSIVE DRIVING / RIDING

PEDESTRIAN SAFETY
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Creative Samples
The following creative has been utilized in previous marketing initiatives and will either be reused or
refreshed during 2016, keeping with similar messaging and addressing the same behaviors.

MOTORCYCLE

—
MSP —<

NevadaRidercom

ZerO

Fatalities

Drive Safe Nevada

SPEED ISAKI

OO Fatafities
ZeroFataltiesNV.com

DON'T RIDE IMPAIRED

EXPLORING NEVADA
HY Ml]Ti]HIIYEl[ .-
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PEDESTRIAN

LOOK BEFORE

LOOK BEFORE

Zero Fatalities ., " s e

c ?055 ING [:H[}SSiN[;
a o

EVERY
PEDESTRIAN

IS IMPORTANT TO SOMEONE
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DISTRACTED

B BEHIND THE i
USE A [ S0 @EN zero
__ EEESS  ooso o .

WARNING:

It's the law—use any electronic,
handheld device while behind the
wheol in Nevada and you'll get fined.

USEA @

BEHIND THE WHEEL

S5 & PAY
e I

AT D 5

RN QponoEn - H T
Orvercoming driving distractions D
DRUNE
3 TYPES OF DISTRACTED DANVINE =~ —==— | —
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PUBLIC RELATIONS/OUTREACH
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FEDERAL FUNDING SUMMARY FFY 2016

Project Number Budget Source  Project Name Budget
TS- 2016-NVOTS 658-00106 Cat 10 First Responder/Public Health CPS Training $15,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00080 402 Professional Development $19,746.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00077 NDQOT-21 Program Management $120,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00079 405(c)  Program Management: Temps $80,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00084 405(c)  Program Management: Traffic Records $20,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00112 NDOT-21  Program Management: Media $150,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00114 NDOT-21 HSP/Annual Report $35,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00083 402, 405(b),  Program Management: Joining Forces $100,000.00
405(d)
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00085 402  Program Management: Pedestrian $224,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00081 405(b)  Program Management - Occupant Protection $100,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00076 2010  Program Management - Motorcycle Safety $100,603.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00082 405(d)  Program Management-Impaired Driving $147,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00078 402 P & A: Planning & Administration (100% $275,000.00
state match)
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00110 NDOT-21 Media & Marketing/PR Outreach $2,381,782.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00111 NDOT-21 Zero Teen Fatalities $500,000.00
TS-2016-UNR UNSOM-00067 NDOT-21  Risk Taking Behaviors and Vehicular Crashes: $191,047.00
Data-Driven Identification of Behaviors and
Intervention
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00121 405(c)  Traffic Records Coordinating $15,000.00
Committee (TRCC)
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00122 NDOT-21, NCATS (Nevada Citation & Accident Tracking $200,000.00
405(c) System) Modernization: Brazos Contract
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00123 NDOT-21 NCATS (Nevada Citation & Accident Tracking $100,000.00
System) MSA
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00124 405(c) Traffic Records Fixed Deliverables $200,000.00
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Funding Summary

Project Number Budget Source  Project Name Budget
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00087 405(b) Fixed Deliverables $35,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00095 402, 405(b), Joining Forces $4,044,829.00
405(d)
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00090 405(d)  CMI Intoxilizer-Software & Maintenance $10,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00088 405(d) Impaired Driving- Judicial Training and $10,000.00
Professional Training

TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00089 405(d)  Traffic Safety Resource Prosecutor (TSRP) $10,000.00
LFD-2016-00004 NDOT-21 SHSP Awards $5,000.00
TS-2016-Drivers Edge-00075 NDOT-21  Driver's Edge- Teen Safe Driving Program $258,210.00
TS-2016-UNR 658-00043 405(d) Do the Ride Thing $46,896.00
TS-2016-UNR-00035 405(b)  Pedestrian Safety Project $29,566.00
TS-2016-NLVPD-00059 NDOT-21 Pedestrian Safety Education & Awareness $98,912.00
TS-2016-NVOTS- 658-00109 405(d) 24/7 Impaired Driving Implementation $50,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS 658-00125 405(c)  TR-RMS Interfaces $50,000.00
TS-2016-NVOTS- 658-00108 405(d) DPS Training Division: ARIDE $10,000.00
TS-2016-LVMPD- 658-00004 405(d)  Las Vegas Metro DUI Van Program $104,268.00
TS- 2016-REMSA-00120 405(b) REMSA Point of Impact $83,862.00
TS-2016-NHP 658-00117 405(c)  Crash Data Analyst Training $19,490.00
TS-2016-DPS NHP-00034 405(c)  Collision Reconstruction Training $18,196.00
TS-2016-DPS NHP-658-00050 405(d) DUI Enforcement Saturation Patrols $250,000.00
TS-2016-RWFRC-00119 402 Ron Wood Child Car Seat Safety Program $56,224.00
TS- 2016-EV Fam-00051 402 Occupant Protection Program $62,073.00
TS-2016-LVJC- 658-00009 405(d)  Las Vegas Justice DUI Court $80,000.00
TS-2016-WC 2nd Jud Ct-00058 405(d)  Washoe County Felony DUI Court $20,000.00
TS-2016-CC District 405(d)  Carson City Felony DUI Court $50,000.00
Court-00023

TS-2016-DAS DUI 405(d)  Douglas Co DUI Diversion Prog $31,000.00
Diversion-00027

TS- 2016-CARE-00096 402  Safety Assemblies in NV Elememtary Schools $55,000.00
TS-2016-StCSO-00101 402 ProLaser” Radar Units $3,988.00
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Funding Summary

Project Number Budget Source  Project Name Budget
TS-2016-EuCS0O-00028 402 Eureka Co Sheriff Radar Grant $5,697.00
TS-2016-HGhsop 658-00042 NDQOT- 21 Portable Extrication Equip-Humboldt Gen $30,650.00
Hosp
TS-2016-UNLV-00038 NDOT-21, Vulnerable Rd Users-UNLV $150,873.00
405(b)
TS-2016-RPD-00070 NDOT-21 Reno PD Pedestrian Safety Program $64,366.00
TS- 2016-HGhosp-00069 402  Regional Child Passenger Safety $17,231.00
TS-2016-No LT Fire-00024 NDOT-21 Hydraulic Rescue Pump Improvement $34,846.00
TS-2016-Frontier Community 405(d)  Tri-County-Impaired Driving Awareness $16,000.00
Coalition-00007 Program
TS-2016-UNLV-00021 405(b)  Distracted Driving Intervention Targeting $35,889.00
College Students
TS-2016-RPD-00068 405(c)  Faro Focus 3D-X330 Laser $78,768.00
TS-2016-N. Lyon Flre-00073 NDOT-21  Traffic Safety and Training $18,790.00
TS-2016-UNR-00040 402 Community Attitude Survey $45,000.00
TS-2016-UNR-00044 405(b)  Car Safety Seat Survey $49,793.00
TS-2016-Nye Comm-00017 402 Nye Comm Coalition-Occupant Protection $45,428.00
TS-2016-WCS0O-00105 405(c) TS Equipment: Tablets $32,178.00
TS-2016-CLC Fire Prot-00033 402 Child Safety Seat Program $10,000.00
TS-2016-UNLV-00014 405(b)  Observational Seat Belt Use Survey $90,000.00
TS-2016-UNLV-00036 405(b)  Driver's Edge—Drivers Edge: Assessment $38,000.00
through Smartphone App
TS-2016-DPS NHP-00126 NDQOT-21 Nevada Highway Patrol- Event Overtime $20,000.00
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GLOSSARY

ACRONYMS OF THE NEVADA HIGHWAY SAFETY OFFICE

AGACID
AL/ID
AOC
AVMT
B/P
BAC
BDR
BIID
CEA
CIOoT
CPS
(3

DD
DMV
DPS-0OTS
DRE
DUI
EMS
EUDL
FHWA
FMCSA
FARS
FFY
GR
HSC
HSP
INTOX Committee
JF

LEL
MAP-21
MC
MPO
MVMT
MVO
NCATS
NCJIS
NCSA
NDOT
NECTS
NEMSIS
NHP

Attorney General’'s Advisory Coalition on Impaired Driving
Impaired Driving (Alcohol or Impaired Driving)
Administrative Office of the Courts (state)
Annual Vehicle Miles Traveled

Bicycle and Pedestrian

Blood Alcohol Content

Bill Draft Request (Legislative)

Breath Ignition Interlock Device

Critical Emphasis Area (SHSP)

“Click it or Ticket” seat belt campaign

Child Passenger Safety

Calendar Year

Distracted Driving

Department of Motor Vehicles

Department of Public Safety’s-Office of Traffic Safety
Drug Recognition Expert

Driving Under the Influence

Emergency Medical Systems

Enforcing Underage Drinking Laws

Federal Highways Administration

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration
Fatality Analysis Reporting System

Federal Fiscal Year

Governor’s Representative for Highway Safety
Highway Safety Coordinator

Highway Safety Plan (Behavioral Traffic Safety)
Committee on Testing for Intoxication

Joining Forces

Law Enforcement Liaison

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century
Motorcycle Safety

Metropolitan Planning Organization (in NV = RTC)
Million Vehicle Miles Traveled

Motor Vehicle Occupant

Nevada Citation & Accident Tracking System
Nevada Criminal Justice Information System
National Center for Statistics & Analysis
Nevada Department of Transportation

NV Executive Committee on Traffic Safety
National Emergency Medical Services Information System
NV Highway Patrol
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NHTSA

oP

OoPC

oTS

P&A

PA

PBT

PD

PED

Pl &E

PM

RFF OR RFP
RTC
SAFETEA-LU

SFST
SHSP
SO
TRCC
TWG
UNLV
UNR
TRC
VMT

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
Occupant Protection
Occupant Protection for Children

Department of Public Safety’s-Office of Traffic Safety

Planning and Administration

Project Agreement

Preliminary Breath Tester

Police Department

Pedestrian Safety

Public Information and Education

Performance Measure

Request for Funds or Request for Proposal
Regional Transportation Commission

Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Transparent, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act—A Legacy for Users
Standardized Field Sobriety Test

Strategic Highway Safety Plan (many partners)
Sheriff’s Office

Traffic Records Coordinating Committee
Technical Working Group

University Nevada—Las Vegas

University Nevada—Reno

UNLV’s Transportation Research Center
Vehicle Miles Traveled

OTS PROGRAM AREAS

AL/ID
oP
JF
MC
PS
SP
TR
P&A

Alcohol/Impaired Driving
Occupant Protection
Joining Forces

Motorcycle Safety
Pedestrian Safety

Speed

Traffic Records

Planning and Administration
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OTS FUNDING GLOSSARY

402 Section 402 of SAFETEA-LU Highway Safety Act Authorization
405(%) National Priority Safety Programs of MAP-21 Highway Safety

Act Authorization (405 (b) OP, 405 (c) TR, 405 (d) AL, and 405 (f) MC)
NDOT-21 Nevada Department of Transportation HSIP Funding, MAP-21 Highway Safety
2010 Section 2010 of SAFETEA-LU Highway Safety Act Authorization
Cat 10 State Funding: Child Passenger Safety
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Office of Traffic Safety

107 Jacobeen Way
Corson Ciy, Mevada 89711-05625
Telephone (775) 654-T470 ¢ Fax (775) 654-7482

Brian Sandoval
LT

APPENDIX A TO PART 1200 -
CERTIFICATION AND ASSURANCES
FOI HIGHWAY SAFETY GRANTS (23 US.C. CHAPTER 4)

State:  NEVADA Fiscal Year: 2016

Each fiseal year the State must sign these Cerlifications and Assurances that it complies with all
requirements including applicable Federal statutes and regulations that are in effect during the grant
periad. (Requirements that also apply to subrecipients ave noted under the applicable caption.)

In my capacily as the Governor's Representative for Highway Safety, I hereby provide the following
certifications and assurances:

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

To the best of my personal knowledge, the information submitted in the Highway Safety Plan in
support of the State’s application for Section 402 and Section 405 grants is accurate and complete.
{Incomplete or incorrect information may result in the disapproval of the Highway Safety Plan.)

The Governor is the responsible official for the administration of the State highway safety program
through a State highway safety agency that has adequate powers and is suitably equipped and
organized (as evidenced by appropriate oversight procedures governing such areas as procurement,
financial administration, and the use, management, and disposition of equipment) to carry out the
program. (23 TLS.C. 402(b) 1)(A))

The State will comply with applicable statutes and regulations, including but not limited to:

+ 23 1L5.C. Chapter 4 - Highway Safety Act of 1966, as amended

+ 49 CFR Part 18 - Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative
Agreements to State and Local Governments

+ 23 CFR Part 1200 — Uniform Procedures for State Highway Safety Grant Programs

The State has submitted appropriate documentation for review to the single point of contact
designated by the Governor to review Federal programs, as required by Executive Order 12372

ity

tian ® Office ¢ il Responsibility

Emergency Response Commission
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FEILRAL FUNDING ACCOUNTABILITY AND TRANSPARENCY ACT (FI'ATAY

The State will comply with EFATA guidence, OMB Cuidance on FFATA Subuwyard and Executive
Crompensacion Heoportime, Augost 27, 20140,

(Tatipsiwany s gavidnemmentsfOMD_Guidance on FEFATA_Subaward and Tixecutive Compens
ation Reporting 08272000 pil) by reporting to PSS poy for cach sub-grant awarded:

« Temire of Lhe eatity receiving the aveard:

« Amownt of the sward; _

s Tnformation on the award including transustion Grpe, [unding agoney, the Marth Amcricin
Tndustry Clussification Syetem code or Catalog of Tederal Domestic Asststance mnmber
(where opplicable), program source,

« .ocation of the entily receiving the awurd and the pritmary locution of perfonnance ander the
award, including Lhe eily, State, congressional digicier, and couniry, and an awerd title
descriptive of the purpose of each funding aeticn;

» A unigque identifier (DUNEY;

» The names andd (otul compensativn of the five most hizhly compensated ofTieers of the entity il
(i) the entity in the pregeding lscal year received—

() 80 pervent or more of its srmwal geuss revenaes in Federal awards;
{173 525,000,000 or mors I anrual gross revenaes o Federal awards; and
(1) the public does nal have aceess to Information about the compensation ol Lhe senior
execulives of the cality tirough periodic reporls Gled under section 13() ur 15(d) of the
Securities lxchange Act ol 1934 (15 U.8.C. T8m(a), 780 ov seclion 6104 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1886;
+ Olher relevant infonmation speeilied by GMI ginidance.

NONDISCRIMINATION
fapplies o subrecipients as well as Slates)

The State highway salely agency will comply with all Federal statutes and implementing regulutions
relaring to nondiseriminatizn. These include bur are not Timited to: {a) Litle ¥1 of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 {'ub, 1. 88-352), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color or nitionad
origin tand 49 CFR Part 20); (13 Title 1X ol e Fdueation Amendments o | 972, as amended (20
1.5.C. 168-1683 and 1685-1686), which prohihits discrimination on the busis of sex; () Section
504 of the Rehahililation Act of 1973, us amended (29 U.8.C. 754), and the Americans with
Disabilitics Act of 1990 (Pub. L. 101-336). as amended (12 U.S.C. 12101, et s2q.), which prohibits
discrimination on the bagis of disabilitics (and 49 CFR Part 27); (i} the Age Discriminadion Act wl
1975, as amenced {42 11.9.0. 6181-6107), which prohibits discrimination on the basis of age; (¢) the
Civil Rights Restomtion Act of T987 (Pub. L. 100-259), which reguites Tederat-nid revipionts and all
subrecipienis  prevent discrimination end ensure pondiseriminalion in all of their programs and
activitizs: (1) the Drup Abuse Cfl3ee wid Trealment Act of 1977 {Pub, L. 92-255), 43 amended,
relating 1o hondiserimination on Lhe busis of diug abuse; (g) the comprehensive A lenhal Abuose ard
Alcotiolism Provention, Trestmen! and Rehabilitation Act of 1970 (Pub, L. 91-610], 25 amended,
reiating fo nendiserimination on the basis of alcelol abuse or alvoholisi; (h) Sections 223 and 527
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of the Pullic Heslth Service Act of 1912, as amended (42 1.8.C. 29(dd-3 and 290ce-3), relnting o
confidentiality of elechol and deug shuse patient reords; (i) Title VILL of the Civil Rights Act ol
196K, as amended (42 ULS.C, 3601, ot seq.), relating o nondisciminaticn in the sale, renta’ or
fnamcing of housing: () any olber sondiserimination provisions in the specifie statute(s) under which
application for Pederal assislance is being mads; amd (k) (he requiramenis of any other
nondizerimination statule(s) which may apply Lo the application,

THE BRIUG-TREE WORKPLACE ACT] OF 1URK4T TDEC 103

‘I hz State will provide a drog-tiee workplace by

e Publishing a sluicinent notifying employees that the unlawiul mamfucture, distibution,
dispersing, possession or use of'a cotmrolled substance is prohibited in the pranies's
warkplace and speeifying Lhe sctions that will ke laken against empiloyees [or violation af
such prahiltion;

¢ Establishing 2 drug-free awarenuss mrogran to inform employees abm:

o The dangers ol drug abuse in the workplace.

e

» The prantee’s policy cof nalttaining a drogz-free workplacee.

Fal

L Any availablc drug eounseling, vehabilitalicn, and employes assislance programs.

o]

The penaltiss that may be iniposed upon employees tor drug violations accurring
in the workplace.
o Making It a requirement thal each employoe ergaged in the perfurmenee cf the
srant b givon a copy of the staternent required by paragraph (a).
o Nolifving the employee in the statement required by parsgraph () Uhat, as a conditivn of
einplovment wnder the praat, the employes will -
o Abide by the tenins of the slatement.
o Nolify lhe emplover of any criminal drug statute convietion tor s vialation
acourring in the workplace no laler than Mve days atter such conviction.
e Nunilving the ngency within ten days aftor reeeiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2) from
an cmployee or oticrwise recelving setual noice ol such conviclion,
s Taking one of the following actions, within 30 days of vecgiving nulice under subparagraph
(D2, witl respect. o any smployes who is so convicted
o Taking appropriale persannel action against such an employec, up to md including
tenmination.
o Requiring such employes W pattieipate satislactorily in & drug abusc assislance ar
rehabililation progea approved for sueh purposcs by 4 Federal, State, or locat hezlth,
Iz enforcement, or other approprials agency.
v Making 3 poad Faith effort to continue 10 maintain a drug-free workplage Lhrough
implementation of all of the pavagraphs above.

BUY AMERTCA ACT
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{applies to subrecipienis as well as Statex)

The State will comply with the provisions of the Buy America Act (19 ULS.C. 5323(j3) which
cottaing the following roguirements.

Only stesl, iron and manufactured products produced in the Uniled States miy l1ee parchased with
Federal Mands wiless the Sceretary of Transpurlation detormines that such domeatic purehases would
b inconsistent with the public Interest, that such materials arc nol reasonahly available and all 4
salislaclorey quality, or thal inclusicn of demastie materinks will increase (e cosl ol the covorall
project contract by more than 25 percent. Clear justification for the purchuse of now-dotmesliv ilems
must be in fhe form of & waiver requast subimitted to and approved by the Secretary of
Transportation.

TOLITTCAL ACTIVITY (TIATCH ACT)
fapplics bo subrecipicnts as well as States)

The State will comply with provisions ol the TTaich Act (5 LEE.CL 1301-1508) which limits the
political selivities of eniployces whese principal enploymunl activities are fimded in whele o in part
with Foderat funds.

CERTIFICATION REGA RDING FEDERAL LORBBYING
fapplies to subregipiviels as well as States)

Crertification Lor Confracts, Gueats, Loans, and Cooperative Aprcomerts
The undersimed cerrifies, to the hest af s or her knowledge and belic [, that:

1. No Federal appropristed [unds Tave heen paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the
undersighed, to anv person for infleencing ur auemptiag 1o influence an officet or emplovee of
any ageney, a Momber of Congress, w1 officer or empivyew of Cangress, or 4n etipboyene ol a
Memibier of Congress in cannection with the awarding of any Tederal contract, ihe making of any
Federal grent, b making of any Foderal loan, tac colering into of any conperstive aganent,
edl the extension, continuarion, rerewal, smepdment, o modification of any Federal contract,
gratit, loan, or coopicrative agreemaent.

2. If any Tunds viker than Faderal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid w any person
for influencing or atempling iv inlluencs an afficer or employce of any agency, 4 WMomber alf
Congress, wn officer or emplayee of Congress, or an etnployee of a Member af Congress in
comneetion with this Federa! cottrnct, granl, loan, or cooperlive agreemant, the undersighed
shull complete and submil Standard Form-L1 1, "Disclosure Form to Report Tobbying," n
aveordance with s inslrnetions,

3. The undersipmed shall require that the language of this certiication be inclnded in the awerd
drrevnnents for ath sub-award at all ticrs {neluding subeoniracts, subgrants, and contracts under
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prant, loans, andl eonperative agreements) und that all subreeipiends shall cerlify and disslose
accordingy.

I'his certification is a material ropresettation ol (act vpon which reliance was placed whon this
trunsaction was made o1 cntered inte. Subntission of this corlifivalion is a prerequisits fim making or
ermering (nto this transaction imposed by seetion 1332, titke 31, ULE, Coile, Any person who Tails to
Ale the revuirad certification shall be subjuct to a civi: penalty of not luss than F 10,000 and nat meore
than $100,000 For each such failuve.

RESTRICTION ON STATE LOBRY1NG;
{applics to subrecipionts as well as Htatex)

Nane of the Munds under this progzum will be used v any activity specifically designed to urge or
nflucnee & Stake or kocal lepislator (o favar or oppose the adoplion ol any specilic lepislative
propasal pending befure any State ar local legislative body. Such activisies include both dircet and
indirest (e.p., "erassroots' lobbyiny aclivities, with cne exception. This doss net proclude u Slale
otticinl whose salacy is supportsd wilh NITTSA [unds [tom engaging in dircct eommipications with
Quaty or local jegistalive officials, in accordance with cusiomary Stule mractice, even if such
cofrmutications urae lealslative officials fo favor or oppose the adoption of specille pending
legislativa praposal.

CERTITICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT AND SHISPENSION
{applivs to subrecipienis xs well as Ntates)

Instrygtions for Primary Ceriilivalion

1, By slgning and sibmitting this proposal, the prospective primary participunt is providing Lhe
cortification sei oul below.

2. The Inability of a person Lo provide the cerlification requived below will niot necessalily resull in
denial of participation in his covered transaction. The pruspective participant shall submil an
explunation ol wity it cannod provide the certification sel out below. The ceriitication or explanatinn
will be considered in connection with the departent or agency's detgrmination whelher Lo entar inlo
this transaction. 1Towever, Failure of ihy prospective primary participant to farnish @ eertitication or
at explanetion shall disyualify such porsen fiom partici pation i this {ransaction.

3. The cortificution in this clause is a material representation of Faet upon which reliance was placed
when the depmtment or agsney deicnningd to enter lnlo this transaction. If 1; is tarer deiermined thal
the prospective primary pagticipant knowingly senderad an erronecus corlificatian, in uddition o
athsr remadics ayaiiable to the Federn] Governmnent, the deparienl or apeacy may forminate this
transaction for cuuse or defiaull.
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4, The prospective primacy partivipant shall provide immedizte writtent notiee o the depardment or
agency to which this proposal is submitted i aL any time the prospaeiive prirary participant leams
it certitication was erroncous when submiited o has become crrengows by reasan ulchanged
clrnuImstansss.

5. The terms covered transaction, debarred, sispended, incligidle, fower ter covered Iransaction,
perticipant persan, prisry coverad trasection, principal, propased, and volumiarily exclivded, vs
used in this clause, have the meaning setoul in the [efuitions and coverage seetions of 49 CFR Part
4, Y ou mwmy contact the depariment or agency to which this proposal is being subhmitted for
assislance e obraining 4 copy of thase regalations.

&. The proapzetive primary parlicvipant agrees by submiliing this proposal thal, should the propossd
covered Lransaction be entered inee, it ehall not knowingly enter inio any lower tier covercd
{ranseelion with a person who is proposed for debarment under 48 CTR Parl G subpart 9.4, deharred,
suspended, declaeetl ingligible, or voluniarily exelnded from pariicipation in this covercd [ransaction,
unless authorized by the depuriment ar ageney cntering into this transactiou,

7. 'The prospective pritnary parlicipant further agrees by submitting 1his propesal that i owill inehade
the clause titled "Cerlification Reparding 1leharment, Suspension, Ineligibiliey and Voluntacy
Exelusion-Laower Ticr Coverad Transzction,” provided by the department or agency enlering Into this
covered transaetion, withoul modification , in all lower ler covered transaclions and in afl
solicitations for lewer ticr covercd transaelions,

%. A perticipant it a covered transaction muy rely upon a cerlification of a prospective participant in

a Tower ticr covered transetion that it is noi proposed fur debacment under 48 CTR Part 9, subpuri
0.4, debarmid, suspendeed, ineligible, or volimtarily excluded from the eovered transaction, unlzss i
knows that the certilicalion is etroneois. A paticipanl may decide the method and frequency by
which it deterinines the cligikility of ils principats. Each participant may, but is nog required 1o, check
e list ol Parties Exctuded from Federal Procurement and Non-procutement Programs.

0. Nothing contained in the foragoing shall be conslrued to reguirg catablishmant ol a systew ol
records in arder to render in mood fuilh Gle certification required by this clause, The knowledue and
imfermation of @ purticipant s nol required {0 excewd that which is nemally poasessed by a prudent
prersurt it the ordinary comrse of business dealirigs.

10, ¥xcept for ransactions authorized under patagraph o ol these instructions, if o patticipant in w
covered transaction know gy cnters inlo o lower tier covered transaction with 4 person who is
proposed tor debartnent wnder 48 CFR Pt 9. subpert 5.4, suspended, detarred, incligible, or
voluntarily excluded from parlicipation in this transaction, in additicn w other renicdies available o
the Federn! Governmunt, the department or ageney may terminie (his ransaciion for cause or
dethult.
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Corgifioation Revarding Debarucal, Suspenston, ond Other Respsibidity Matiors=LPrimary Covered
Tramigefions

(L) The prospective primaty participanl ceitifies to the bosr of lts knuwledge and keliel, that its
prineipals:
fwy Arc not presenty debarred, suspended, proposed for debaoment, declared ineligible, or
voluntarily cxcluded by any Federal deparlment or agency;
(b Tlave not within a thrce-yeur period preceding this proposal been comyictzd of or had a civit
judpment rendored sgainst them for commission of fraud ora eriminal oiTenss in comeclion with
abtaining, ausmipting tw obdain, oF pertorming a public {Federal, State o faeal) transaelion of
conteact under a public lrunsaction; vieluion ol Federal or Slate artitesl slatates or commission
ol emberzlement, thetl, fargery, bribery, falsitication or destruction of record, making falsa
statemenly, ol tecelving stalen property;
(c) Are nol presently indivted for o atherwise crimivally or civilly charged by a governmental
entity (Federat, State or Loealy with comrission of any of the attonses anumerated in paragraph
{1}k of this certitication; and
() Have nol within a three-year period preceding this app! icationproposal had one ur more
public transactions (Federal, State, or local) terminaicd for cavse or dofault,

(23 Where he prospective primary parficipant is unable 10 certify L any of Gie Statoments in this
certification, such prospeeiive participanl shall attuch an explanation to this prapasal,

[nstruclicns for Lower Thor Ceatilicalion

1. By signing and submitlirg this proposal. the prospestive lower ticr participant is providing the
certification set oui below,

2 'The cetitication in this ciause is a materia] representation of faul waon which reliznce was placed
when this fransaclion was entered inwe., TF it is kuer detertnined that the prospoetive Jower ticy
participant knowingly rendered an erroneous cartilication, in ueldition to other remedies availuble to
1he Federal government, the department or agency with which this transuelion originated may pursue
avatlable romedies, including suspension andfor debarment.

3. The prospective lower ler pacticipant shall provide inmediate writlen notice 10 lhe persen ta
which thiis proposal is subimitted ifal any Line the prospecive lower {ier participani learns thad il
certificatiom was ervoncous when submitied or hes bevome erroncous by reasan of changed
clrvumsiances.

3. The torms covered transaction, debarved, suspended, ineligfble, lower fer coverad trapsaction,
peticipen, persen, prinary covered HSHCHOY, principal, proposal, and volumtarily exchided, as
pseed i <his clauss, nave the meanings set out it the Detinition and Coverage seclions at 49 C PR Poat
29, You may cuniuel the person o whorm this propasal Is subimitted tor asststance n obtaining a capy
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al those yepulations.

5. The prospective lower lier pauricipant agrees by submilling this proposal that, should the propased
cavered transaction be entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier covored
teansaction with a persen who is proposcd for debarmen, undec 48 CFR Part 9, sihpart 9.4, deburrgd,
suspended. declared incligible, or volularily excluded Mrom participation in this covered transaction,
unies authorized by Uiz department o ageney with which this trunsaction ariginated.

&, Vhe prospective Lawer tier participant further agroes by submitting this proposal that it will inelude
(he clause Litled "Curtilication Keparding Debarment, Suspension, Tneligibifily and Vohutary
xclugion - Lower Tier Caversd Transaction,” without medilivation, in all fower tier govercd
travsactions aund in all selicilations For lower ticr covered transactions. (See below)

7. A participant in 4 coverad Lransaction muy rely upon 4 cerlification of a prospective parlicipant in
a lower tier coveral Lransaction that It is net proposed for debarment under 48 CER Parl %, subpart
9.4, debarred, susponded, ineligible, ar voluntarily excluded from the coversd transaction, unless it
kuows that the corlification i ¢rroneous. A participant may ducide the method and frequeney by
whielt it deterimines the elipihility of its priveipals. Each participant may, bul is aat roquited to, cheek
the List of Parlies Excluded front Federal Procurement puid Mon-procurerment Programs.,

8. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be ecustrued Lo requhe establishment of 3 system of
records in order to render in good fnith the certitication required by this clause. The kaowledgo A
information of a participant is a0t requived L exceed thal which is nivmally possessied by a prudent
person in the ordinary coursz of business dealings.

9, Fxcepi for Lransactions avthorized inder parngraph 5 of these instructions, if a patlicipant in a
covered ransaction knuvingly entors inlo a lowe: tier coverad tunsaction with a persot wlho is
proposed for debarntont under 48 CER Pad 9, subparl .4, suspended, debarred, inctigible, or
yvoduniarily xchuded frot partisipation in this trnsaction, i addition to other rernedies avnilable oo
[l Fderal givermment, the depasiment or ageney with which this transaction originated may perave
avataile remedies, ineluding suspension andfor dobarment.

Cerfificetion Newavding D boentend, SHsprision, Triehiuibility avied Voliniary Exclnsian - fower Tier
Covered droneaciions:

|. The prospective lower tice patticipant corlifles, by submission of 1his prapasal, (wt neither il nor
its principals is presently debnrred, suspended, proposed Ror debarment, declared nucliginhle, or
volimlurily excluded from pardicipalion in this tinsaction by any Foderal deparinent ar agency.

2. Where the prospeetive lower Lice panlicipant is unable to cortify lo any of the statetnents in Lhis
cerlification, such prospective participant shell atach an exphuudiun (o this proposal.

126 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



. NevieBDepartimen of

) numl: Safety Appendix A to Part 1200 Signed
w (i of Tusflie Salow

POLICY ON SEAT BELT USE

In accordance with Executive Order 13043, [nereasing Seat Belt Use in the United States, dated April
16, 1997, the Grantee is encouraged to adopt and enforce on-the-job seat belt use policies and
programs for its employees when operaling company-owned, rented, or personally-owned vehicles.
The National Highway Traffic Safety Administeation (NHTSA) is responsible for providing
Jeadership and guidance in support of this Presidential initiative. For information on how to
implement such a program, or statistics on the potential benefits and cost-savings Lo your company or
organization, please visit the Buckle Up America section on NHTSA's website at
www.nhtsa.dot gov. Additional resources are available from the Network of Employers for Traffic
Safety (NETS), a public-private partnership headquartered in the Washington, D.C. metropolitan
aren, and dedicated Lo improving the traffic safety practices of employers and employees. NETS is
prepared to provide technical assistance, a simple, user-friendly program kit, and an award for
achicving the President’s goal of 90 percent seat helt use. NETS can be contacted at | (888) 221-
0045 or visit its website at www.trafficsalety.org,

POLICY ON BANNING TEXT MESSAGING WHILE DRIVING

In aceordance with Executive Order 13513, Federal Leadership On Reducing Text Messaging While
Driving, and DOT Order 3902.10, Text Messaging While Driving, States are encouraged to adopt
and enforee workplace safety policies to decrease crashed caused by distracted driving, including
policies to ban text messaging while driving company-owned or -rented vehicles, Government-
owned, leased or rented vehicles, or privately-owned when on official Government business or when
performing any work on or behalf of the Government. States are also encouraged to conduct
workplace safety initiatives in a manner commensurate with the size of the business, such as
establishment of new rules and programs or re-evaluation of existing programs to prohibit text
messaging while driving, and education, awareness, and other outreach to employees about the safety
risks associated with texting while driving.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

‘The Governor's Representative for Highway Safety has reviewed the State's Fiscal Year highway
safety planning document and hereby declares that no significant environmental impact will result
from implementing this Highway Safety Plan. If, under a future revision, this Plan is modified in a
manner that could result in a significant environmental impact and trigger the need for an
environmental review, this office is prepared to take the action necessary (o comply with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq.) and the implementing regulations of the
Council on Environmental Quality (40 CFR Parls 1500-1517).

SECTION 402 REQUIREMENTS
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The political subdivisions of this State are aihacized, s purt of the State highvay salely program, to
carry out within theic jurisdictions local higlmway safety progranis which have beun appraved by (he
Covernar aned are in aceordance with Use unilorm guidelives prorulgated by the Scerctary of
Transportation. (23 U.5.C. £02(bK1HBD

At least 40 pereent (o 95 peccent, as applicable) of all Federal funds apporlioncd to this Stute under
27 10,8.C. 402 for this fisea] yeur will be expendesd by or for the benefit ol the potitical subdivisicon of
the State in carrying out locul highway safety programs (23 US.C. 402(b)1H(C), 4020021 unloss
this requirement is wabved in writing,

The State's highway safely propesm provides adequale and reasonable aceess for the sulc and
convenient movemant of phyaically handicappud persons, lncluding those inwheelchairs, across
curbs consteucted ar replieed an or after July 1, 1976, at all pedestrian crosswalks. (23 11.5.C.
SO 130

The §tate will provide for an evidenced-bused LealTic salety enforcement program to prevent tenftic
violations, crashes, and crash Tatalitiss and injuries in areas miost at visk for such incidenls. (23
11,8.C. 402(bX 1)1 10

The State will implement activities in support of natfonal highwey salety goals tr reduce mator
vehicle related fatalitics that also retlect the primary data-relatcd cragh factors within the State as
identified by the State highway safciy plaming prozess, including:

« Participation in the National high-visibitity law enfoveement mobilizations;

» Snstained enforvement of statutes addrgsging impaited deiving, vcoepant protection, and driving in
excess of posted specd limirs;

« An annual slatewide seat holt vse susvey in accardance with 23 CER Pari 1340 for the mezsurenent
of State s2ul b2 use rates;

« Development of statewide data systems to provide Hmely snd eftective dats analysis to suppurl
allagation of highway safcly resources,

v Coordination of Higlhway Saltly Plan, data cellestion, and information systems sl the: Slale
strtapic Mghway safely plan, ax defined in 23 1L 14R(z).

(23 D50, 40200 10T

Ihi State will actively encourage all relevant law enforeement agencics in the Stute to fullow the
ouidclines estabished o vehicular puvsuits issued by the Tnternational Associution: of Chiets of
Police that ars currently in effect. {23 L1L8.CL 40207

The Statz will nol expend Section 4012 lunds 1o caury val & peogram £ purchase, uperats, o maintain
an gulomaked Lealic enforeziment system. (23 LLS.CL 4R e (4]
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I understand that failure to comply with applicable Federal statutes and regulations may
subjeet State officials to civil or eriminal penalties and/or place the State in a high rvisk grantee
status in accordance with 49 CFR 18.12.

I sign these Ceriifications and Assurances based on personal knowledge, after appropriate
inguiry, and I understand that the Government will rely on these representations in awarding
grant funds.

-] )] =~
et A 06/19/2015
,;-ﬂiglfmm'c Governor's Representative for Highway Safety Date
i i

| /

James M. Wright

Printed name of Governor’s Representative for Highway Salety
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APPENDIX D TO PART 1200 -
CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES
FOR NATIONAL PRIORITY SAFETY PROGRAM GRANTS (23 U.5.C, 405)

Nevada Fiscal Year: 2016

State: - i

Each fiscal year the State must sign these Certifications and Assurances that it complies with all
requirements, including applicable Federal statutes and regulations that are in effect during the
granl period.

In my capacity as the Governor's Representative for | lighway Safety, I:
*  certify that, to the best of my personal knowledge, the information submitted to the
Mational Highway TralTic Safety Administration in support of the State’s application for

Section 405 grants below is accurate and complete.

* understand that incorrect, incomplete, or untimely information submitted in support of
the State’s application may result in the denial of an award under Section 405

*  agree that, as condition of the grant, the State will use these grant funds in accordance
with the specific requirements of Scction 405(b), (), (d), (e}, (D) and (g), as applicable.

o agree that, as a condition of the grant, the State will comply with all applicable laws and
regulations and financial and programmatic requirements for Federal granls,

/ﬂ%"& 2% Lo s ~ 6/15/2015

} re Governor's Representétive for Highway Safet:} Date
L

James M. Wright, Director, Depariment of Public Safety - GR

Printed name of Governor's Representative for Highway Safety

CHTee of Uraffic 'I'r.|i||u||_;_: * Haard of 1" nunissinners * Er
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Instructions: Check the box for each part for which the State is applying for a grant, fill in
relevant blanks, and identify the attachment number or page numbers where the requested
information appears in the HSP. Attachments may be submitted electronically.

™ Part 1: Occupant Protection (23 CFR 1200.21)

All States: [Fill in all blanks below.]

e The State will maintain its aggregate expenditures from all State and local sources for
occupant protection programs at or above the average level of such expenditures in fiscal
years 2010 and 2011. (23 U.S.C. 405(a)(1)(H))

e The State will participate in the Click it or Ticket national mobilization in the fiscal year of

the grant. The description of the State’s planned participation is provided as HSP attachment
or page # NV_FY16_405b_CIOT Exhibit 1

e The State’s occupant protection plan for the upcoming fiscal year is provided as HSP
attachment or page # NV_FY16_405b_OP_Plan Exh 2

e Documentation of the State’s active network of child restraint inspection stations is provided
as HSP attachment or page # NV_FY16_405b_NV_CPS_Stations Exh 3 & NV_FY16_405b_NV_CPS_Stations Exh 3a & NV-FY16_405b_NV_CPS _Stations Exh3b _

e The State’s plan for child passenger safety technicians is provided as HSP attachment or page
# NV_FY16_405b_NV_CPS_Techs Exh 4 & NV_FY16_405b_NV_CPS_Techs Exh 4a & NV-FY16_405b_NV_CPS_Techs Exh 4b

Lower Seat belt Use States: [Check at least 3 boxes below and fill in all blanks under those
checked boxes.]

O The State’s primary seat belt use law, requiring primary enforcement of the State’s
occupant protection laws, was enacted on and last amended on
, 1s in effect, and will be enforced during the fiscal year of the grant.

Legal citation(s):
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O The State’s occupant protection law, requiring occupants to be secured in a seat belt or age-
appropriate child restraint while in a passenger motor vehicle and a minimum fine of $25,
was enacted on and last amended on , 1s In
effect, and will be enforced during the fiscal year of the grant.

Legal citations:

e Requirement for all occupants to be secured in seat belt or age appropriate child
restraint:

e Coverage of all passenger motor vehicles:

e Minimum fine of at least $25:

e Exemptions from restraint requirements:

O The State’s seat belt enforcement plan is provided as HSP attachment or page #

O The State’s high risk population countermeasure program is provided as HSP attachment
or page #

O The State’s comprehensive occupant protection program is provided as HSP attachment #

O The State’s occupant protection program assessment: [Check one box below and fill in
any blanks under that checked box.]

O The State’s NHTSA-facilitated occupant protection program assessment was conducted on

b

OR

O The State agrees to conduct a NHTSA-facilitated occupant protection program assessment

by September 1 of the fiscal year of the grant. (This option is available only for fiscal year
2013 grants.)
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™ Part 2: State Traffic Safety Information System Improvements (23 CFR 1200.22)

e The State will maintain its aggregate expenditures from all State and local sources for traffic
safety information system programs at or above the average level of such expenditures in
fiscal years 2010 and 2011.

[Fill in at least one blank for each bullet below.]

e A copy of [check one box only] the @ TRCC charter or the O statute legally mandating a
State TRCC is provided as HSP attachment # NV_FY16_405c_Exh_1_TRCC_Charter.paf
or submitted electronically through the TRIPRS database on

e A copy of TRCC meeting schedule for 12 months following application due date and all
reports and other documents promulgated by the TRCC during the 12 months preceding the
application due date is provided as HSP attachment # NV_FY16_405C_Exh_2 TRCC Meetings.pdf
or submitted electronically through the TRIPRS database on

e A list of the TRCC membership and the organization and function they represent is provided
as HSP attachment # NV_FY16_405c_Exh_3_TRCC Member.pdf
or submitted electronically through the TRIPRS database on

e The name and title of the State’s Traffic Records Coordinator is
Benjamin West - Traffic Records Program Manager

e A copy of the State Strategic Plan, including any updates, is provided as HSP attachment #
NV_FY16_405c_Exh_4_Strat_Plan.pdf

or submitted electronically through the TRIPRS database on

o [Check one box below and fill in any blanks under that checked box.]

O The following pages in the State’s Strategic Plan provides a written description of the
performance measures, and all supporting data, that the State is relying on to demonstrate
achievement of the quantitative improvement in the preceding 12 months of the application
due date in relation to one or more of the significant data program attributes: pages

OR

@ If not detailed in the State’s Strategic Plan, the written description is provided as HSP
attachment # NV_FY16_405¢c_Exh_5_Progress.pdf

e The State’s most recent assessment or update of its highway safety data and traffic records
system was completed on 5/12/2015
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™ Part 3: Impaired Driving Countermeasures (23 CFR 1200.23)

All States:
e The State will maintain its aggregate expenditures from all State and local sources for
impaired driving programs at or above the average level of such expenditures in fiscal years

2010 and 2011.

e The State will use the funds awarded under 23 U.S.C. 405(d) only for the implementation of
programs as provided in 23 CFR 1200.23(i) in the fiscal year of the grant.

Mid-Range State:

o [Check one box below and fill in any blanks under that checked box.]
@ The statewide impaired driving plan approved by a statewide impaired driving task force

was issued on 9/1/2013 and is provided as HSP attachment #
NV-FY16_405d_Exh_1_IDSP :
OR

O For the first year of the grant as a mid-range State, the State agrees to convene a statewide
impaired driving task force to develop a statewide impaired driving plan and submit a copy
of the plan to NHTSA by September 1 of the fiscal year of the grant.

e A copy of information describing the statewide impaired driving task force is provided as
HSP attachment # NV_FY16_405d_Exh_2_IDTF

High-Range State:

o [Check one box below and fill in any blanks under that checked box.]

O A NHTSA-facilitated assessment of the State’s impaired driving program was conducted
on ;

OR

A For the first year of the grant as a high-range State, the State agrees to conduct a NHTSA-
facilitated assessment by September 1 of the fiscal year of the grant;

o [Check one box below and fill in any blanks under that checked box.]

A For the first year of the grant as a high-range State, the State agrees to convene a statewide
impaired driving task force to develop a statewide impaired driving plan addressing
recommendations from the assessment and submit the plan to NHTSA for review and
approval by September 1 of the fiscal year of the grant;

OR
O For subsequent years of the grant as a high-range State, the statewide impaired driving
plan developed or updated on is provided as HSP attachment #
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e A copy of the information describing the statewide impaired driving task force is provided as
HSP attachment #

Ignition Interlock Law: [Fill in all blanks below.]

e The State’s ignition interlock law was enacted on and last amended on
, s in effect, and will be enforced during the fiscal year of the grant.

Legal citation(s):
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[ Part 4: Distracted Driving (23 CFR 1200.24)

[Fill in all blanks below.]

Prohibition on Texting While Driving

The State’s texting ban statute, prohibiting texting while driving, a minimum fine of at least $25,
and increased fines for repeat offenses, was enacted on and last amended
on , 1s in effect, and will be enforced during the fiscal year of the grant.

Legal citations:

¢ Prohibition on texting while driving:

e Definition of covered wireless communication devices:

e Minimum fine of at least $25 for first offense:

e Increased fines for repeat offenses:

e Exemptions from texting ban:
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Prohibition on Youth Cell Phone Use While Driving

The State’s youth cell phone use ban statute, prohibiting youth cell phone use while driving,
driver license testing of distracted driving issues, a minimum fine of at least $25, increased fines
for repeat offenses, was enacted on and last amended on

, 1s in effect, and will be enforced during the fiscal year of the grant.

Legal citations:

e Prohibition on youth cell phone use while driving:

e Driver license testing of distracted driving issues:

e Minimum fine of at least $25 for first offense:

e Increased fines for repeat offenses:

e Exemptions from youth cell phone use ban:
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[¥ Part 5: Motorcyclist Safety (23 CFR 1200.25)

[Check at least 2 boxes below and fill in any blanks under those checked boxes. ]

¥ Motorcycle riding training course:

e Copy of official State document (e.g., law, regulation, binding policy directive, letter
from the Governor) identifying the designated State authority over motorcyclist safety
issues is provided as HSP attachment # NV_FY16_405f Exh_1

e Document(s) showing the designated State authority approved the training curriculum
that includes instruction in crash avoidance and other safety-oriented operational skills

for both in-class and on-the-motorcycle is provided as HSP attachment #
NV_FY16_405f_Exh_2 & NV_FY16_405f_Exh_7

e Document(s) regarding locations of the motorcycle rider training course being offered in
the State is provided as HSP attachment # NV_FY16_405f Exh_3, NV_FY16_405f Exh_9 and NV_FY16_405f Exh 18

e Document(s) showing that certified motorcycle rider training instructors teach the

motorcycle riding training course is provided as HSP attachment #
NV_FY16_405f_Exh_4

e Description of the quality control procedures to assess motorcycle rider training courses

and instructor training courses and actions taken to improve courses is provided as HSP
attachment # NV_FY16_405f Exh_5 & NV_FY16_405f_Exh_6

¥ Motorcyclist awareness program:

e Copy of official State document (e.g., law, regulation, binding policy directive, letter
from the Governor) identifying the designated State authority over motorcyclist safety
issues is provided as HSP attachment # NV_FY15_405f Exh_1_

e Letter from the Governor’s Representative for Highway Safety stating that the
motorcyclist awareness program is developed by or in coordination with the designated
State authority is provided as HSP attachment # NV_FY15_405f Exh_13_

e Data used to identify and prioritize the State’s motorcyclist safety program areas is
prOVlded as HSP attachment or page # NV_FY16_405(_Exh_11, NV_FY16_405(_Exh_19, NV_FY16_4051_Exh_20, NV_FY16_405(_Exh_16 and NV_FY16_405(_Exh_17

e Description of how the State achieved collaboration among agencies and organizations

regarding motorcycle safety issues is provided as HSP attachment or page #
NV_FY16_405f_Exh_15 and NV_FY16_405f Exh_10

e Copy of the State strategic communications plan is provided as HSP attachment #
NV_FY16_405f_Exh_14 and NV_FY16_405f Exh_8
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O Reduction of fatalities and crashes involving motorcycles:

e Data showing the total number of motor vehicle crashes involving motorcycles is
provided as HSP attachment or page #

e Description of the State’s methods for collecting and analyzing data is provided as HSP
attachment or page #

O Impaired driving program:

e Data used to identify and prioritize the State’s impaired driving and impaired motorcycle
operation problem areas is provided as HSP attachment or page #

e Detailed description of the State’s impaired driving program is provided as HSP
attachment or page #

e The State law or regulation that defines impairment.
Legal citation(s):

O Reduction of fatalities and accidents involving impaired motorcyclists:

e Data showing the total number of reported crashes involving alcohol-impaired and drug-
impaired motorcycle operators is provided as HSP attachment or page #

e Description of the State’s methods for collecting and analyzing data is provided as HSP
attachment or page #

e The State law or regulation that defines impairment.
Legal citation(s):
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Use of fees collected from motorcyclists for motorcycle programs: [Check one box below
and fill in any blanks under the checked box.]

@ Applying as a Law State —

e The State law or regulation that requires all fees collected by the State from
motorcyclists for the purpose of funding motorcycle training and safety programs
to be used for motorcycle training and safety programs.

Legal citation(s):

NV_FY16_405f Exh_21 and NV_FY16_405f Exh 23
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, REPRESENTED IN SENATE AND ASSEMBLY, DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

Sections 1-3.(Deleted by amendment.)
Sec. 3.3. NRS 482.129 is hereby amended to read as follows

482.129 *Trimobile” means every motor vehicle designed to travel with three wheels in contact with
the ground, [two] at least one of which [are] is power driven. The term does not include a
motorcycle with a sidecar.

Sec. 3.7. NRS 486.057 i hereby amended to read as follows

486.057 “Trimobile” means every motor vehicle designed to travel with three wheels in contact with
the ground, [two] at least one of which [are] is power driven. The term does not include a
motorcycle with a sidecar.

AND

e The State’s law appropriating funds for FY 16 that requires all fees collected by
the State from motorcyclists for the purpose of funding motorcycle training and
safety programs be spent on motorcycle training and safety programs.

Legal citation(s):

Exhibit NV_FY16_405f Exh_22

NRS482.480 Fees for regi: i account for verifi of insurance. [Effective until the earlier of October 1, 2015, or the date on which the Director of the Department of Motor Vehicles notifies the Governor
and the Director of (he Leg\s\allve Counsel Bureau that sufficient resources are available to enable the Department to carry out the provisions of chapter 472, Statutes of Nevada 2013, at page 2812.] There must be paid
to the D for the or the transfer or of the regi ion of motor vehicles, trailers and semitrailers, fees according to the following schedule:

1. Except as otherwwse provided in this section, for each stock passenger car and each reconstructed or specially constructed passenger car registered to a person, regardless of weight or number of passenger capacity, a
fee for registration of $33.

2. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 3:

(a)For each of the fifth and sixth such cars registered to a person, a fee for registration of $16.50.

(b)For each of the seventh and eighth such cars registered to a person, a fee for registration of $12.

(c)For each of the ninth or more such cars registered to a person, a fee for registration of $8.

3. The fees specified in subsection 2 do not apply

(a)Unless the person registering the cars presents to the D atthe time of regi the regi of all the cars registered to the person.

O Applying as a Data State —

e Data and/or documentation from official State records from the previous fiscal
year showing that all fees collected by the State from motorcyclists for the
purpose of funding motorcycle training and safety programs were used for
motorcycle training and safety programs is provided as HSP attachment #
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[ Part 6: State Graduated Driver Licensing Laws (23 CFR 1200.26)

[Fill in all applicable blanks below.]

The State’s graduated driver licensing statute, requiring both a learner’s permit stage and
intermediate stage prior to receiving a full driver’s license, was enacted on

and last amended on , 1s in effect, and will be
enforced during the fiscal year of the grant.

Learner’s Permit Stage — requires testing and education, driving restrictions, minimum
duration, and applicability to novice drivers younger than 21 years of age.

Legal citations:

e Testing and education requirements:

e Driving restrictions:

e Minimum duration:

e Applicability to novice drivers younger than 21 years of age:

e Exemptions from graduated driver licensing law:
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Intermediate Stage — requires driving restrictions, minimum duration, and applicability to any
driver who has completed the learner’s permit stage and who is younger than 18 years of age.

Legal citations:

e Driving restrictions:
e Minimum duration:

e Applicability to any driver who has completed the learner’s permit stage and is
younger than 18 years of age:

e Exemptions from graduated driver licensing law:

Additional Requirements During Both Learner’s Permit and Intermediate Stages

Prohibition enforced as a primary offense on use of a cellular telephone or any communications
device by the driver while driving, except in case of emergency.
Legal citation(s):

Requirement that the driver who possesses a learner’s permit or intermediate license remain
conviction-free for a period of not less than six consecutive months immediately prior to the
expiration of that stage.

Legal citation(s):
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License Distinguishability (Check one box below and fill in any blanks under that checked
box.)

O Requirement that the State learner’s permit, intermediate license, and full driver’s license are
visually distinguishable.
Legal citation(s):

OR

O Sample permits and licenses containing visual features that would enable a law enforcement
officer to distinguish between the State learner’s permit, intermediate license, and full driver’s
license, are provided as HSP attachment #
OR

O Description of the State’s system that enables law enforcement officers in the State during
traffic stops to distinguish between the State learner’s permit, intermediate license, and full
driver’s license, are provided as HSP attachment #

147 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



Appendix D to Part 1200

The 2013 Nevada
Impaired Driving Strategic Plan

Fatalities
Drive Safe Nevada

148 | Highway Safety Performance Plan




) §5n g Appendix D to Part 1200

(e of Teallic Safbon

2013 Nevada Impaired Driving Strategic Plan

The 2013 Nevada
Impaired Driving Strategic
Plan

FFY 2015

149 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



Public Safety Appendix D to Part 1200

Ciice of [ nallic Sadwy

Table of Contents

Acknowledgements... . . .4

OVERIVIEW ... cet ittt trttrtreetntsteneesnstssssessssassssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssassesssnssssssssannes 6

Taskforce Designation & Plan Approval....... . . . . reesaeeensaenanne 7

Data & Problem ID........ . . . . terereseeeeneaeas sessssesessaeassessaeseaeaessananes 8

Impaired Driving Plan & Program Activity.......cciiininnninineenes 10

Charter, Agendas, & Meeting Minutes reereaeee st ae b sas e b n R aeaen 20
3

150 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



Meviek Deportiment of
Pubiic Safety

Ciice of [ nallic Sadwy

Appendix D to Part 1200

Acknowledgements

The Nevada Impaired Driving Strategic Plan (IDSP) reflects the priorities, goals, and objectives
established through the Nevada Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP). The update and
implementation of the SHSP, and in turn the IDSP, would not be possible without the hard work
and commitment of the Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety (NECTS) and the Technical
Working Group (TWG). Both Groups have dedicated significant amounts of volunteer time and
effort toward the development of the direction of Nevada’'s impaired driving program and saving
the lives of Nevadans. Members of these committees are shown below.

Special acknowledgements also go to Ken Mammen, Safety Engineer, Nevada DOT and Traci Pear],

Administrator, Department of Public Safety Office of Traffic Safety, for their leadership of the
process and their on-going commitment to transportation safety.

NECTS Committee Members

NECTS Agency Department

Department Head

NECTS Appointee

Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT)

Rudy Malfabon

Rudy Malfabon

Tom Greco
Department of Public Safety Jim Wright Jim Wright

Traci Pearl
Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) Troy Dillard TBD
Department of Health and Human Services Mike Willden Pat Irwin
Department of Education Rorie Fitzpatrick TBD
Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) of Southern Nevada | Tina Quigley Tina Quigley
RTC of Washoe County Lee Gibson TBD
Nevada Association of Counties Jeff Fontaine Jeff Fontaine
Nevada Sheriffs and Chiefs Sheriff Allen Veil Bob Roshak

Federal Highway Administration
(Ex-officio member)

Susan Klekar

Susan Klekar

Federal Motor Carriers
(Ex-officio member )

Bill Bensmiller

Bill Bensmiller

Administrative Office of the Courts

Robin Sweet

Robin Sweet

Nevada League of Cities

David Fraser

David Fraser

Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department

Sheriff Douglas Gillespie

Mark Tavarez

Henderson Police Department

Chief Patrick Moers

TBD

Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority

James Gubbles

James Gubbles

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
(Ex-officio member )

Bill Watada

Bill Watada

151 | Highway Safety Performance Plan




Meviek Deportiment of
Public Safety

Ciice of [ nallic Sadwy

Appendix D to Part 1200

Technical Working Group Members

Technical Working Group Member

Organization

Dennis Baughman

Nevada Department of Transportation

Bill Bensmiller

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration

Eddie Bowers

Department of Public Safety/Nevada Highway Patrol

Erin Breen

Safe Communities Partnership

Joanna Wadsworth

City of Las Vegas

Jim Ceragioli Nevada Department of Transportation
Leonard Marshall Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department
Eric Dornak American Traffic Safety Services Association

Capri Barnes

UNLV-TRC Center for Safety Research

Mohammed Farhan

Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada

Thor Dyson Nevada Department of Transportation
Patrice Echola Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County
Jon Ericson City of Sparks Public Works Department

Gina Espinosa-Salcedo

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration

Joseph Forti

City of North Las Vegas Police

Michael Geeser

American Automobile Association

Tom Greco

Nevada Department of Transportation

Susan Aller-Schilling

Department of Public Safety / Nevada Highway Patrol

Randy Hesterlee

Nevada Department of Transportation

David Fierro

Department of Motor Vehicles

Mike Janssen

City of Las Vegas

John Johansen

Department of Public Safety/Office of Traffic Safety

Juan Balbueana

Federal Highway Administration

Kevin Lee

Nevada Department of Transportation

Jim Poston

Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County

Scott Magruder

Nevada Department of Transportation

Kevin Malone

Department of Motor Vehicles

Ken Mammen

Nevada Department of Transportation

Mary Martini

Nevada Department of Transportation

Jeremie Elliott

Nevada Department of Transportation

Tom Moore Nevada Department of Transportation

Mike Moreno Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County
Greg Novak Federal Highway Administration

Traci Pearl Department of Public Safety/Office of Traffic Safety

John Penuelas

City of Henderson

Meg Ragonese

Nevada Department of Transportation

Valerie Evans

Department of Public Safety/Office of Traffic Safety

Richard Fenlason

Nevada Department of Health and Human Services

Tim Mueller

Nevada Department of Transportation

Brian Sanchez

Department of Public Safety/Nevada Highway Patrol

Kim Stalling

Nevada Department of Transportation

Bill Story

Nevada Department of Transportation

Jaime Tuddao

Nevada Department of Transportation

Pat Irwin

Nevada Department of Health and Human Services

Sean Sever

Nevada Department of Transportation

5

152 | Highway Safety Performance Plan




Appendix D to Part 1200

Overview

The Nevada Impaired Driving Strategic Plan (IDSP) is derived from the Nevada Strategic
Highway Safety Plan (SHSP). As part of the SHSP planning process, which began in 2004
and continues today, impaired driving was identified as a critical emphasis area (CEA).

The Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety (NECTS) is the final approving body
of the SHSP. The SHSP Technical Working Group (TWG), which is chaired by a member
of the NECTS, is responsible for reviewing State impaired driving data, identifying
priorities, monitoring project implementation, and reviewing progress in conjunction
with various partners across the State. The NECTS and TWG represent a wide array of
disciplines that ensures their work reflects the key stakeholders in the State and has
functioned as Nevada’s statewide impaired driving group since the inception of the
SHSP planning process in 2004. In response to the requirements of MAP-21, formal
designation of the NECTS and TWG as the Statewide Impaired Driving Task Force
occurred on August 9, 2013, and is documented on page seven (7).

On August 9, 2013, the NECTS approved the stand-alone Nevada Impaired Driving
Strategic Plan.

Nevada Statewide Impaired Driving Taskforce

Nevada Executive
Committee on Traffic Technical Working
Safety (NECTS) Group (TWG)

PRIMARY FUNCTIONS:

NECTS: PLANNING & FINAL APPROVAL OF THE
IMPAIRED DRIVING PLAN

TWG: DESIGNATED BY NECTS TO DEVELOP AND Impaired Driving
RECOMMEND THE IMPAIRED DRIVING PLAN Critical Emphasis
IMPAIRED DRIVING CEA TEAM: IMPLEMENTS, Area (CEA) Team
TRACKS, AND REPORTS ON PLAN PROGRESS

()]
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Impaired Driving Taskforce Designation &
Impaired Driving Strategic Plan Approval

The Nevada Executive Committee for Traffic Safety (NECTS) conducted an online poll frorm July
30, 2013 to August 9, 2013 to answer two questions pertaining to the Nevada Statewide Impaired
Driving Task Force. Voting yes to both questions would support the establishment of the NECTS
and the Technical Working Group [TWG) as the designated Statewide Impaired Driving Task
Force as well as approve the Mevada Impaired Driving Strategic Plan (IDSP). The two online
quastions were posad as follows;

1. Do you approve the NECTS/TWG to serve as the Nevada Statewide Impaired Driving Task
Force?

2. Do you approve the Nevada Impaired Driving Strategic Plan?
As per the by-laws of the NECTS, a simple majority of votes (nine of 16 members) would approve

the creation of the |D Task Force and the approval of the IDSP. On August 8, 2013, majority was
achieved as nine members voted In support of both questions.

Eric Tang, P.E.

Cambridge Systematics, Inc.

4800 Hampden Ln /,.7"
Suite 800

Bethesda, MD 205814 I3 /‘3 ,/' o3

Note: Cambridge systematic, Inc. is under contract with Nevada DOT to
complete all administrative duties relating to NECTS, TWG, and the CEA

groups.
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Section 4: Data & Problem ID

The NECTS and TWG reviewed multiple data bases related to impaired driving within
Nevada. This was in addition to public outreach and outreach to members of a wide
range of stake holders.

Data sets included: FARS for fatality data and NDOT for injury crash data, type of crash,
time, day, and location; Uniform Crime Reports for DUI arrests by agency;
Administrative Office of the Courts for DUI filings and dispositions; Department of
Motor Vehicles for registration and license information; Trauma data from class one
trauma centers; and Department of Business and Industry for Nevada demographic data.

Below is the summary of data use to identify the problem and craft the plan to reduce
fatalities and injuries from impaired driving crashes.

Number of Nevada Fatalities Involving a Driver with a BAC of .08 or Above
Problem ID Analysis

What: Between 2006 and 2010, there were 506 impaired driving fatalities. The type and
number of vehicles included in these fatalities are:

* Passenger cars 238

e Pickup trucks 172

* Motorcycles 86

e Trucks 4

* Other vehicles 6

Who: In 2010, 90 impaired drivers were involved in 77 impaired driving fatalities in
Nevada.

Of the 90 impaired drivers in 2010 fatal crashes, 68 were male, and 44 of them were under
the age of 44. Males in the 35- to 44-age group (15) and 25- to 34-age group (11) had the
highest frequencies of impaired driving in the fatal crashes. In addition, 67 of the
impaired drivers had valid Nevada licenses; 10 were out of state and 13 did not possess a
valid driver’s license.

Where: Geographically, the 396 statewide alcohol-related fatalities (2006 - 2010) were
concentrated in four counties

(523 of 600 alcohol related fatalities):

* Clark County 303

* Washoe County 55

* Nye County 25

¢ Elko County 31

Nine routes in Clark County had 10 or more impaired driving fatalities (2006 - 2010)
accounting for approximately one quarter of all Nevada alcohol related fatalities:
Clark County

e [-15

e US-95

* CR-215

* SR-160

* Flamingo Rd.
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* Charleston Blvd.
e [-215

e Lake Mead Blvd.
e Sahara Ave.

When: Two-thirds of the alcohol-related fatalities occurred between 6 p.m. and 6 a.m.
Most alcohol-related fatalities occurred between Friday and Sunday.

Why: Nevada is a 24/7 state with many people working day, swing, or graveyard shifts
in such industries as, gaming, mining, hospitality, and convince/grocery industries. This
is one contributor to drowsy and impaired driving on both rural and urban roadways
resulting in single vehicle crashes. Impaired pedestrian crashes (with either the driver or
pedestrian being impaired) are also over-represented in Nevada due to the 24/7
environment in the urban areas of Reno and Las Vegas.

Most impaired driving fatalities and serious injuries involved single-vehicle crashes. Of
the crashes involving a fatality, the majority resulted in an overturned vehicle or a crash
with a fixed object.
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Impaired Driving Plan / Program Activity

Impaired driving in Nevada has dropped
substantially from a high of 144 fatalities in
2006 to 70 fatalities in 20011. The NHTSA
publication, Countermeasures That Work, identifies
several significant trends that can be attributed to
the decrease, including stronger laws (0.08

blood alcohol content or BAC, administrative JS,
license revocation, and minimum drinking age : - ‘cnmm
laws) to demographic trends (e.g., the aging of s INCIDENT

. . . TRAFFIC
the population and the increased proportion of RESPONSE

female drivers). Additionally, the NHTSA
Uniform Guidelines for State Highway Safety
Programs Guideline No. 8- Impaired Driving
identifies the following as key components of a
comprehensive impaired driving program:

* Program Management & Strategic Planning (addressed through
development and implementation of the IDSP, HSP, and SHSP)

= Prevention (addressed through young driver countermeasures described
below)

* Criminal Justice System (addressed through high-visibility DUI
countermeasures described below)

= Communication Program (addressed through high-visibility DUI
countermeasures described below)

= Screening, Assessment, Treatment and Rehabilitation (addressed through
repeat offender countermeasures described below)

To continue the positive trends in Nevada, the Statewide Impaired Driving Taskforce
team identified the following measurable objectives:

*  Objective 1. Reduce impaired driving fatalities from 2008 baseline of 123 (average
fatalities from 2004 to 2008) to 99 by December 31, 2015.

- Performance Measures: Number of fatalities.
* Objective 2. Reduce impaired driving serious injuries from 2008 baseline of 295
(average serious injuries from 2004 to 2008) to 237 (2008 - 2015) by December 31, 2015.

- Performance Measure: Number of serious injuries.

To achieve these objectives the Taskforce identified three key strategies:

1.  Increase the number of high-visibility DUI
programs;

2. Enhance programs on impaired driving for young
drivers; and

10
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3.  Reduce the number of repeat DUI
offenders.

High-Visibility DUI Programs: Strategy 1
Definition

Sobriety checkpoints are a law enforcement tool used in 38 states and the District of
Columbia as a deterrent to reduce impaired driving. While the research indicates
consistent and frequent sobriety checkpoints can be a positive deterrence, few states
actually conduct checkpoints on a regular basis. In Nevada, Joining Forces conducts the
majority of high-visibility enforcement programs, including sobriety checkpoints.
Joining Forces is a program that funds over-time payroll expenses for law enforcement
agencies to conduct traffic enforcement events. The use of multiple funding sources
maximizes the benefits of the program. Joining Forces directly supports the criminal
justice and communication components of the State’s impaired driving program.

Impact on Safety

Research conducted by Fell, Ferguson, Williams, and Fields (2003) found only 11 states
con- ducted sobriety checkpoints on a weekly basis due to a lack of personnel and
funding. According to Countermeasures That Work, a systematic review by the Centers for
Disease Control (CDC) of 11 high-quality studies found checkpoints reduced alcohol-
related fatal, injury, and property damage crashes each by about 20 percent (Elder et al,,
2002). Demonstration programs from seven states found reductions in alcohol-related
fatalities between 11 and 20 percent in states that employed numerous checkpoints and
intensive publicity of the enforcement activities, including paid advertising (Fell,
Langston, Lacey, and Tippetts, 2008).

To improve high-visibility enforcement efforts, the Taskforce identified the following
action steps:

1. Increase support among law enforcement agencies for high-visibility DUI enforcement
programs.

2. Increase earned media coverage of law enforcement
activities.

3. Encourage law enforcement agencies to set up impaired driving reporting
programs.

4. Encourage other law enforcement agencies to conduct refresher training
programs on sobriety testing.

5. Determine high-crash locations/corridors for impaired driving. This program
targets all unsafe driving behaviors, including impaired driving and involves
engineering (signage), enforcement, and public awareness.

Activities

AS 1.01: Increase support among law enforcement agencies for high visibility DUI

11
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enforcement programs. Sub-actions: a) determine the current number of high-visibility
enforcement efforts statewide; b) reach out to the Police Chiefs and Sheriff’'s Associations to obtain
support; c) identify low cost effective approaches for high-visibility DUI enforcement.

. Leader: OTS

. Timeframe: Ongoing

. Output Measure: Number of agencies that support high-visibility enforcement
efforts

. Outcome Measure: Reduced incidents of drunk driving

AS 1.02: Increase earned media coverage of law enforcement activities. Sub-actions: a)
partner with a media outlet on sobriety checkpoints and saturation patrols in northern and
southern media markets; b) disseminate information to stakeholders to encourage them to publicize
sobriety checkpoints.

. Leader: OTS

. Timeframe: Ongoing

. Output Measure: Number of media hits that mention DUI
enforcement

. Outcome Measure: TBD

AS 1.03: Encourage law enforcement agencies to setup impaired driving reporting
programs. Sub-actions: a) reach out to the Police Chiefs and Sheriffs Associations; b) develop
materials to publicize the program; c) publicize the program to the public.

. Leader: NHP

. Timeframe: TBD

. Output Measure: Number of materials produced, number of agencies contacted

. Outcome Measure: An increase in the number of agencies that conduct DUI
reporting programs

AS 1.04: Encourage other law enforcement agencies to conduct refresher training
programs on sobriety testing. Sub-actions: a) establish refresher course; b) provide education on
new technologies

. Leader: NHP

. Timeframe: Ongoing

, Output Measure: Number of training programs conducted, number of officers
trained

. Outcome Measure: An increase in the DUI conviction rate

AS 1.05: Determine high crash location/corridors for impaired driving. This program
targets all unsafe driving behaviors including impaired driving and involves engineering
(signage), enforcement, and public awareness. Sub-actions: a) contact NDOT and request
information on road segments that have a high number of impaired driving crashes; b) contact
NDOT to provide red ribbon polls on roadway, enforcement agencies; c) analyze data from NDOT
on the identified corridors and prepare pin maps; d) conduct a road safety audit on the corridor to
identify other problems and potential solutions.

12
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. Leader: NDOT

. Timeframe: Inprocess

. Output Measure: Number of locations/corridors

. Outcome Measure: Decrease of DUI incidents along those corridors

Impaired Driving by Young Drivers: Strategy 2

Definition

Since 1987, minimum-drinking-age laws in all states prohibit youth under 21 from purchasing
alcohol or consuming it in public. These laws influence all youth impaired-driving strategies.
There is strong evidence that minimum drinking age laws reduced drinking, driving after drinking,
and alcohol-related crashes and injuries among youth (Hingson et al., 2004). In fact, such laws
reduced youth drinking and driving more than youth drinking alone (using the measurements of
self-reporting and testing of drinking drivers in fatal crashes). Drinking and driving has become less
socially acceptable among youth, and more youth have separated their drinking from their driving
(Hedlund et al., 2001). The IDSP’s young driver countermeasures directly support the prevention
component of Nevada’s impaired driving program.

Impact on Safety

Research has shown that minimum drinking age enforcement is very limited in many com- munities
(Hedlund et al., 2001). Enforcement can take several forms, including actions directed at alcohol
vendors, actions directed at youth, and actions directed at adults. Several studies document that
well-publicized and vigorous compliance checks reduce alcohol sales to youth; for example, a review
of eight high-quality studies found that compliance checks reduced sales to underage people by an
average of 42 percent (Elder et al., 2007). Research by the Centers for Disease Control found that
education programs are effective in reducing riding with a drinking driver.

To address this issue in Nevada, the Taskforce identified the following action steps:

13

160 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



I

mmw.::m;ms: & Appendix D to Part 1200

" e of Tasific Safory

1. Enhance DUI education within existing safe driving programs; and
2. Conduct pilot Cops In Shops and Compliance Check programs to reduce youth access to alcohol.

Activities

AS 2.01: Enhance DUI education within existing safe driving programs. Sub-actions: a) identify
education programs; b) determine the appropriate revisions; c) recruit impaired driving educators
and victim impact panels.

*Leader: Nye Communities Coalition
e Timeframe: Initiated
*Output Measure: Number of revised curriculums

*Outcome Measure: Increased awareness among young drivers of the dangers of impaired driving

AS 2.02: Conduct pilot Cops In Shops and compliance check programs to reduce youth access to
alcohol. Sub-actions: a) follow-up with EUDL coordinator; b) select pilot locations (may be near
colleges/universities); c) recruit local law enforcement agencies and inform local retailers; d) conduct
program and track citations/incidents; e) report results to the media.

*Leader: Diane Anderson
e Timeframe: In process
*Output Measure: Number of citations/incidents

e Outcome Measure: Decrease in the number of retailers who sell alcohol to minors and in the
number of underage youth who attempt to purchase alcohol

Repeat Offenders: Strategy 3

14
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Definition

It is widely recognized that many DUI first offenders and most repeat offenders are dependent on
alcohol or have alcohol use problems, and will likely continue to drink and drive without some
assistance. A DUI arrest provides an opportunity to identify offenders with alcohol problems and to
refer them to treatment, as appropriate. Alcohol interlocks, which prevent alcohol-impaired drivers
from starting a vehicle, can also be effective with this population.

The most successful methods for controlling convicted DUI offenders and reducing recidivism
monitor offenders closely through formal intensive supervision, home confinement with electronic
monitoring, or dedicated detention facilities. DUI courts and alcohol ignition interlocks also assist
in monitoring offenders. The IDSP’s repeat offender countermeasures directly support Nevada’s
screening, assessment, treatment, and rehabilitation efforts.

Impact on Safety

Research by Beirness and Marques (2004) summarized 10 evaluations of interlock programs in the
United States and Canada. Interlocks cut DUI recidivism at least in half, and sometimes more,
compared to similar offenders without interlocks. After the removal of the interlock, the effects
largely disappeared, with interlock and comparison drivers having similar recidivism rates. A
review of 11 completed and three ongoing studies on interlock programs reached similar conclusions
(Willis, Lybrand, and Bellamy, 2006).

15
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In Nevada, the Taskforce determined the most effective approaches included the following:

1. Support a stronger ignition interlock law by providing information and data that shows
effectiveness;

2. Support mandatory evaluation of all DUI offenders including first time offenders; and
3. Establish a Court Monitoring Research Program for misdemeanor DUI offenders.

Activities

AS 3.01: Support a stronger ignition interlock law by providing information and data that shows
effectiveness. Sub-actions: a) create an informational package; b) determine status for legislative
session.

*Leader: Northern Nevada DUI Taskforce
*Timeframe: Each Legislative session (every other year)
*Output Measure: The number of stakeholders who received the informational packages

*Outcome Measure: The number of stakeholders who actively support stronger ignition interlock
law

AS 3.02: Support mandatory evaluation of all DUI offenders including first-time offenders. Sub-
actions: a) determine status for the legislative session; b) research the issue; c) present the issue in
terms of correlation between first-time offenders and repeat offenders; d) push for revision in the
current law.

*Leader: Northern Nevada DUI Taskforce
*Timeframe: Ongoing (every other year for Legislature and ongoing for Judges / Prosecutors
*Output Measure: Number and types of information collected to support mandatory evaluation

*Outcome Measure: Completion of the research study

16

163 | Highway Safety Performance Plan



Na.ﬂE}Euu!gmd - Appendix D to Part 1200

CWiice of Taific Safory

AS 3.03: Establish a court monitoring research program for misdemeanor DUI offenders. Sub-actions:
a) hire university students to conduct the research; b) create a research study; c) identify comparable

pilot sites; d) implement pilot study and evaluate results on the consistency of DUI prosecution and
adjudication.

*Leader: Northern Nevada DUI Taskforce
*Timeframe: TBD
*Output Measure: Number of comparable sites to be studied

*Outcome Measure: Completion of a research study
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Implementation of the Statewide Plan by the Office of Traffic Safety and inclusion in the HSP

The Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) uses the Statewide Impaired Driving Taskforce’s plan as a
foundation for developing the HSP for the State. OTS makes sure all aspects of the Statewide ID
Task Force are included and then works on providing enhancement to improve outcomes.

OTS will also review the data to ensure the programs selected for funding are in locations that are in
high impaired driving areas and will generate the greatest potential benefit. In this way the overall
goals of the Statewide ID Taskforce are met by a combination of statewide and local efforts.

One of the most successful programs directly supporting the ID Taskforce is our enforcement plan
called Joining Forces. A calendar for the year is completed so everyone involved in the enforcement
efforts for impaired driving knows the dates for the enforcement activities. In Nevada this means
90% coverage of the population and events occur approximately every month during the year with
approximately 50% impaired driving enforcement. This has also enabled OTS to schedule
coordinated media for these ID enforcement events so every area of the state has the same messages.
Media does include: Paid T.V. and Radio, Social Media, Bill-boards, Special Events signage (minor
league baseball, NASCAR Races, etc.), press releases and events. All of these enhance the unearned
media via T.V. and Radio programs as well as articles in the local newspapers.

The opportunity for prevention activities occurs at all levels and Nevada’s prevention efforts reflect
many of the possible intervention points. Programs include partnering with the Substance Abuse,
Prevention and Treatment Agency (SAPTA). SAPTA has adopted impaired driving as one of the
keys to their efforts throughout the state and OTS is funding specific impaired driving initiatives
conducted by these coalitions. This is the best way to reach our very rural populations and to date
we are partnering with coalitions covering 7 of our most rural counties. These coalitions are most
effective in presenting youth and community programs.

Beverage server training is also offered by these coalitions and with “cops in shops”, underage sting
operations are both working to reduce the availability of alcohol to minors.

In the criminal justice system there are many opportunities from enforcement, prosecution,
adjudication, and administrative sanctions.

OTS has worked to develop relationships with the prosecutors by working with a TSRP and
providing specific impaired driving education programs at the annual Nevada Prosecutors Meeting.
The TSRP has just recently completed a DUI Desk Book for Nevada prosecutors based on Nevada’s
laws and the most recent decisions from the U.S. Supreme Court. The McNeely decision will make
the education effort critical for law enforcement, prosecutors, and judges. Nevada Supreme Court
has two cases waiting an opinion (oral arguments for these cases were heard in early May, 2015). In
partnership with the Nevada Prosecuting Attorneys Advisory Council (reports to the Attorney
General’s Office), OTS has funded specific workshops on impaired driving for the annual meeting
of prosecutors. At least one DA or ADA from each county do attend these sessions.

Judicial training is also offered in a similar manner as the prosecutors and concentrates on all aspect
of impaired driving cases with emphasis on best practices in crafting sanctions. The utilization of
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DUI Courts within the state has helped create options for the judges to also address the treatment
requirement of impaired drivers where the strictly limited criminal sanctions often do not address
the underlying cause. For the Administrative Law Judges who work for the DMV, a new effort will
begin in 2014 to train law enforcement officers on how to testify at an administrative hearing on
impaired driving license suspensions/revocations (this is ongoing). The most recent activity has
been the establishment of the first misdemeanor DUI Court in Northern Nevada (Reno).

Related to impaired driving, is an OTS program that is transitioning the state evidentiary breath test
devices to a newer model statewide. This will eliminate the current status with three different
models in use and will simplify the training of officers and all others who depend on these devices
for evidence in an impaired driving prosecution/trial. During the most recent 12 months every law
enforcement officer in the state has received operator training and are certified for the new
evidentiary breath test device.

Other training efforts during the past year (completed in May, 2014), has resulted in all NHP
Troopers and Sergeants are now trained in ARIDE (a total of 436 officers).

Starting in July, 2014 the first training in DIETEP will start. Registration for the first two courses are
already full and extra courses will be planned during the summer.

19
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Charter, Agendas, & Meeting Minutes

NECTS / TWG

Charter and Minutes

NEVADA EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ON TRAFFIC SAFETY (NECTS) BYLAWS

ARTICLE 1- NAME

1.1 This organization shall be called the Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic
Safety

(NECTS) hereinafter referred to as the NECTS.

ARTICLE 2- AUTHORITY

21 The NECTS was established to involve traffic safety officials statewide in
a program working together to develop an effective and efficient system for prioritizing
and utilizing limited federal, state, and local resources for the purpose of reducing
fatalities and serious injuries on Nevada's roadways.

The authority for establishing the NECTS Committee is found in the State of Nevada
Revised Statutes (NRS) Chapter 408, which authorizes the Department of
Transportation Board of Directors to adopt such rules, bylaws, motions and resolutions
necessary to govern the administration, activities and proceedings of the Department of
Transportation.

22 The NECTS shall report to the State Board of Directors of the Department of
Transportation and shall be advisory in nature.

20
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ARTICLE 3-PURPOSE AND FUNCTION

3.1 The purpose of the NECTS is to identify, prioritize, promote and support a
coordinated effort to save lives and reduce injuries on the roads of Nevada.

3.1.1 The NECTS will provide guidance to state, county, and all local agencies that
incorporate a commitment to traffic safety in their mission and/or
organization.

3.1.2 The NECTS will develop a strategic plan that will impact the present and predicted
statistics on vehicle-related deaths and injuries, focusing on key emphasis areas
and containing strategies designed to improve major problem areas or to advance
effective practices by means that are both cost-effective and acceptable to the
majority of Nevada's citizens.

3.1.3 The NECTS will establish and publish statewide highway safety goals and
objectives.

3.1.4 The NECTS will create the mechanisms to foster multidisciplinary efforts to resolve
statewide traffic safety problems and issues through communication and
cooperative agreements.

3.1.5 The NECTS will serve as the Traffic Records Executive Committee (TREC) for the

State of Nevada

ARTICLE 4- MEMBERSHIP

4.1 The first Chairman of the NECTS shall be the Director of the Department of Transportation
or his/her designee. Vice-Chair will be nominated from the membership of the Committee
and be selected by a vote of the Committee at the initial meeting. The Chairman shall
preside at the meetings of the NECTS. If the Chairman is unable to attend then the Vice-
Chair shall assume the duties of the Chairman.

21
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4.2 Terms of office for the Chair and Vice-Chair will be one year. The Chair will be replaced by
the Vice-Chair, with a new Vice-Chair being selected at the anniversary meeting of the

Committee.

4.3 The NECTS shall consist of:

Nevada Department of Transportation
Department of Public Safety
Administrative Office of the Courts
Department of Education

Department of Health

Department of Motor Vehicles

RTC of Southern Nevada

RTC of Washoe County

Nevada League of Cities

Nevada Sheriffs and Chiefs Association
Nevada Association of County Officials
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Motor Carriers Administration

National Highway Traffic Safety Admin.

22

(NDOT)
(DPS)
(AOC)
(DED)
(DHHS)

(DMV)

(NSCA)
(NACO)
(FHWA)
(FMCSA)

(NHTSA)

2 representatives

2 representatives

(ex-officio)
(ex-officio)

(ex-officio)
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4.3.1 The Chairman of the NECTS shall appoint one individual of each of the member
organizations in writing as a voting member based on recommendation from
each member organization.

4.3.2 Member organizations may designate a proxy to serve on the committee when
the member identified in 4.3.1 is unable to attend. This notice shall be in writing
and directed to the Chairman.

4.3.2 Members, agencies/entities may be added to the Committee by recommendation
to the Department of Transportation and majority concurrence of the NECT.

ARTICLE 5-VOTING

51 Ex officio members shall be non-voting members all other members shall have one vote.
52 A simple majority of voting members shall constitute a quorum.
53 A concurrence of at least a majority of the voting members of the NECTS shall be

required on all questions

23
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ARTICLE 6-COMPENSATION

6.1 The members of the NECTS shall receive no compensation other than that received
from their own agency/organization.

ARTICLE 7- MEETINGS

7.1 The NECTS shall meet at least semi-annually. The members shall set the dates of
meetings for the first ensuing year at their first meeting. Thereafter, the members shall set the
dates of meetings for the ensuing year at the last scheduled meeting of the current year.

7.2 Meetings may be called at the discretion of the Chairman.

7.3 NECTS members may submit agenda items no later than 12 working days before a
scheduled meeting, to the Nevada Department of Transportation Safety Division. These
agenda items will be approved by the Chair and will be mailed or otherwise distributed to the
NECTS members seven days prior to the scheduled NECTS meeting date.

74 Meetings will comply with the Nevada Open Meeting Law (NRS 241).

7.5 The deliberations at NECTS meetings shall be in accord with Robert's Rules of Order-
Newly Revised.

7.6

ARTICLE 8-TASK FORCEWORKING GROUPS

8.1 The NECTS may establish working groups to address specific issues involving
traffic safety. These working groups shall be called Task Force Working Groups.

24
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8.2 Each Task Force Working Group will be required to analyze the issue assigned,
determine cause and develop solutions and strategies for addressing the contributing factors of
the subject matter assigned.

821 A member of the NECTS shall chair each Task Force Working Group.

8.2.2  The size and composition of a Task Force Working Group will be determined by the
appointed chairman.

8.2.3  Task Force membership should not be limited to members of the NECTS, and when
possible, they will be composed of a diverse selection of representatives from state, federal,

county, and local agencies in an effort to ensure all aspects of the topic are identified and
addressed.

8.24  Task Force Working Groups should meet as frequently as needed.

8.25  Meetings/discussions may be conducted by video teleconference, conference call
and/or e-mail.

8.2.6  The Task Force Working Group members shall receive no compensation other than that
received from their own agency/organization. The Task Force Working Group shall not reach a
decision by a vote or consensus. No motions or resolutions are to be presented. No decisions for
or recommendations to the board are to be made. The Task Force Working Groups shall not
speak to or be recognized by the board as a single voice on any issue.

8.2.7  Task Force Working Groups will be considered working groups and therefore not
subject to the provisions of Nevada Open Meeting laws, rules, and regulations.

Note: If a Task Force Working Group engages in deliberation or decision making, is assigned
by NECTS to formulate policy or carry out planning functions, is delegated the task of making
decisions for or recommendations to NECTS, or is recognized by NECTS as speaking with one
voice, it shall be subject to the open meeting law.
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8.3 Task Force Working Groups will report to the NECTS as directed.

ARTICLE 9 - TECHNICAL SUPPORT STAFF

9.1 The Director of the Department of Transportation shall provide staffing support to the NECTS.
The Staff shall:

9.1.1 Coordinate the activities of the NECTS to include making all logistical
arrangements required for meetings.

9.1.2  Provide a note taker and staff person to comply with the Nevada Open Meeting Law.
9.1.3 Provideresearch assistance and statistical data to the NECTS.
9.14  Prepare and publish plans and documents at the direction of NECTS.

9.1.5 Establish and maintain a web site for the NECTS and participating organizations designed to
further the sharing of crash data, organizational safety planning, research, and other relevant
information pertinent to the Committee.
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ARTICLE10- ADOPTION and AMENDMENTS

10.1 These bylaws shall be initially adopted by a majority vote ofthe
members presentat the first meeting

10.2  These bylaws may be amended at any regular meeting of the NECTS by a
majority vote of the voting members present.

Approved by action of the Committee at the meeting on June 29, 2010

Signed:
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Meetings conducted by:

NECTS — Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety — All approvals and policy decisions — meets twice per year.
February 7, 2012
September 25, 2012

March 18, 2013

TWG — Technical Working Group — As organized is not required to have agenda or minutes — meets as needed.
December 4, 2012
January 8, 2013
April 22, 2013

July 12, 2013

CEA — Critical Emphasis Area — Reporting function on the implementation of the IDSP — meets quarterly.
April 24, 2012
August 20, 2012
November 27, 2012
March 13, 2013

July 15, 2013
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zero Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety (NECTS)
Fatalities

2 > MONDAY, MARCH 18,2013, 1:00 P.M. to 3:00 P.M. PST REGIONAL
Drive Safe Nevada

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION OF NORTHERN NEVADA,

2050 VILLANOVA DRIVE, RENO, NV 89502 - BOARDROOM
MEETING AGENDA
ACTION ITEM
1. Welcome and Introductions
2. Public Comment

3. Approval of September 25, 2012 Minutes
4. Installation of Chair and Election of Vice-Chair [ACTION ITEM] T. Quigley

5. Approval of New NECTS Members [ACTION ITEM] T. Quigley

6. SHSP Annual Report Review [ACTION ITEM] B. Wemple

7. 2013 SHSP Focus Activities / Road Show Discussion B. Wemple
8. Nevada Safety Summit Recap E. Tang

9. Applying Zero Fatalities at All Agencies B. Wilhite

10. Matters of Legislative Interest T. Quigley
11. Traffic Records Executive Committee (TREC) B. West

12. Public Comment All

zero Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety
i (NECTS) Meeting Minutes
Fatalities (DRAFT)

Drive Safe Nevada Monday, March 18, 2013, 1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. PST

Regional Transportation Commission of Northern Nevada
2050 Villanova Drive, Reno, NV 89502 - Boardroom

ATTENDEES

NECTS Members

Tina Quigley (Chair) Regional Transportation Commission Southern Nevada
Valerie Evans (for Traci Pearl) Nevada Department of Public Safety

Tom Greco Nevada Department of Transportation
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Rudy Malfabon

Julie Masterpool (for Lee Gibson)
Mitch Nowicki (for Jim Gubbels)
Cpt. Brian Sanchez (for Troy Abney)
Cpt. Mark Tavarez

Non-Voting Member
Paul Schneider

Guests

Andy Blanchard
Joanna Hite
Kyle Kubovchik
Kevin Lee

Ken Mammen
John Penuelas

Appendix D to Part 1200

Nevada Department of Transportation

Regional Transportation Commission Washoe County
Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority
Nevada Department of Public Safety

Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department (phone)

Federal Highway Administration

Atkins (phone)

Cambridge Systematics (phone)

Penna Powers Brian Haynes (phone)

Nevada Department of Transportation (phone)
Nevada Department of Transportation

City of Henderson (phone)

Chuck Reider Concerned Citizen

David Swallow Regional Transportation Commission Southern Nevada (phone)
Eric Tang Cambridge Systematics (phone)

Jaime Tuddao Nevada Department of Transportation

Beth Wemple Cambridge Systematics

Ben West Office of Traffic Safety

Brent Wilhite Penna Powers Brian Haynes (phone)

ACTION ITEM REPORT

Action Item Contact Status
Approval of September 25, 2012 Minutes All Approved
Installation of Chair and Election of Vice-Chair All Approved
Approval of New NECTS Members All Approved
SHSP Annual Report Review All Completed

MEETING REPORT

Agenda Item 1: Welcome and Introductions
Tina Quigley called the meeting to order and attendance was recorded.

Agenda Item 2: Public Comment

No public comments.

Agenda Item 3: Approval of September 25, 2012 Minutes — Action Item
Ms. Quigley asked for a motion to approve the NECTS Meeting Minutes of September 25, 2012. A
motion to approve was made and seconded. The motion was unanimously approved.

Agenda Item 4: Installation of Chair and Election of Vice-Chair — Action Item

The NECTS By-Laws state that the terms of office for the Chair and Vice-Chair are for one year. At
the end of the one year term, the Chair will be replaced by the Vice-Chair, with a new Vice- Chair
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selected at the anniversary meeting of the NECTS. The Vice-Chair will be nominated from the
membership of the NECTS.

Discussion

Tina Quigley assumed the role of NECTS Chair. Tom Greco volunteered and was subsequently
nominated for Vice-Chair. The nomination was seconded and the motion to approve Mr. Greco
for NECTS Vice-Chair passed unanimously.

Agenda Item 5: Approval of New NECTS Members — Action Item

An action item from the February 7, 2012 NECTS meeting was to recruit new members for the
NECTS and the following agencies were identified: Carson Area MPO, Carson City; Tahoe Transit
District; Clark County School District; Nevada Fire Chiefs Association; REMSA in Washoe
County; Clark County Fire and Rescue; Lyon County Emergency Response; and major law
enforcement agencies included Reno Police Department, Las Vegas Metropolitan Police
Department, Henderson Police Department, and Washoe County Sheriff’s Office. REMSA, Las
Vegas Metropolitan Police, and Henderson Police Department were approved as members of the
NECTS at the September 25, 2012 NECTS meeting.

Discussion

Ms. Quigley asked the group if there are additional agencies that should be approached, and she
asked for comments or suggestions. Mr. Greco inquired about whether or not the agencies
mentioned have been contacted since the initial effort in September. Eric Tang explained that not
since September has there been additional contact with the agencies noted above. Mr. Tang noted
that currently the NECTS consists of 16 members and that there is a possibility that a larger group
would be undesirable. It was decided that the agencies mentioned would not be contacted for
further recruitment efforts. Ms. Quigley, however, will reach out to American Medical Response
Las Vegas about interest in membership and report back to the Committee.

Agenda Item 6: SHSP Annual Report Review — Action Item

The SHSP Annual Report is being published for the first time and is intended to be produced on an
annual basis moving forward. The report has the objective of summarizing SHSP activities and to
show how fatality and serious injury trends match against goals set in the 2011-2016

Nevada SHSP Update.
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Discussion

Beth Wemple explained that the report is the first of forthcoming annual reports of the SHSP.
The purpose of the SHSP Annual Report is to illustrate trends, show progresses made in critical
emphasis areas, and monitor overall progress on what the SHSP is trying to achieve. Ms.

Wemple provided an overview of the report’s executive summary and noted Figure 1, which
illustrates trends from 2004 to 2011 and shows a reduction in actual traffic fatalities and serious
injury crashes by 24 and 21 percent, respectively. She commented that while the reduction is
hopefully due to the good work of the SHSP team, the fact that there was reduction in travel
during the recent recession should be considered; throughout the country we are just starting to
learn what the effect of the recession has been on roadway safety. Ms. Wemple asked the group
to also take note of Figures 4 and 5 that show by emphasis area what the change has been for
fatalities and serious injury crashes along the five critical emphasis areas. Overall, there is a
reduction. The rest of the report reviews facts and figures for each critical emphasis area and
their individual performance measures.

Ms. Wemple asked for questions or comments. Mr. Greco recommended that in the next annual
report national trends be referenced.

Chair Quigley recommended issuing a press release so that the SHSP Annual Report information
could be distributed to boards, legislators, and other entities. The press release was discussed.
Rudy Malfabon suggested that when crafting the press release it should be noted that 2012
numbers were high, but 2013 is trending lower. Cpt. Mark Tavarez inquired if the press release
would be intended and created for television or print media. He noted that one of the successes
his agency has had is packaging a video and publishing to reporters so that the same message is
sent to all media and outlets can report on it as they wish. Ms. Quigley suggested, and it was
agreed, that Ms. Wemple and CS would draft a written press release and that creation of a video
will be explored.

Agenda Item 7: 2013 SHSP Focus Activities / Road Show Discussion
On January 8, 2013, members of the Nevada SHSP Technical Working Group held a special
meeting to develop focus areas for the SHSP during 2013.

During years which a Nevada Safety Summit is not held, a Road Show is held to promote the
SHSP at agencies and organizations across the state. A Road Show may take the form of
individual visits to agencies or may be comprised of a series of regional events in which
stakeholders are invited to attend.

Discussion
Ms. Wemple discussed the 2013 Focus Areas. As an idea to increase momentum and activities
for the CEAs, the TWG developed focus areas for the critical emphasis area teams. In early
January, members of the Nevada SHSP Technical Working Group met to brainstorm ideas, the
following six areas of focus were identified. Ideally, the critical emphasis area teams would start
working on these items within the context of their normal activities.

* Increase partnerships.

* Address urban pedestrian crashes.

* Educate public about speed and impacts of speed.
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* Integrate safety into regional planning.
* Combine engineering improvements with educational activities.
* Improve use of crash data.

The urban pedestrian crashes focus was discussed. Ms. Wemple noted that the activities of that
emphasis area team are moving along. She shared that a systemic pedestrian analysis in Clark
County is being considered. This would identify common characteristics of pedestrian crashes
and identify the counter measures that might address the commonalities. Mr. Greco said that the
SHSP strategies mirrors this and expands on it. Looking at the pedestrian laws, Mr. Greco
suggested that the group consider if there are gains that might be made by revising legislative
language. He also noted that a pedestrian safety action plan should be supported to educate and
distribute the message of the focus area. Mr. Tang explained the RTC South does have a
pedestrian safety action plan, and that perhaps there is an opportunity to update the elements in
that plan to reflect the realities that exist in Clark County region, specifically. He noted that the
SHSP pedestrian team meets monthly and are proactive in engaging partners. Ms. Quigley will
send a link to RTC South’s pedestrian safety action plan to members. Ms Masterpool noted that
RTC North also has a pedestrian safety action plan.

Mr. Tang discussed Road Show opportunities. He explained that during the years without a
Safety Summit, outreach efforts are made to promote the SHSP to current and future
stakeholders, reaching out to different partners to educate, reinvigorate, and maintain momentum
on the implementation of the SHSP. Two approaches have been used for outreach in the past:
agency visits and public open houses. Both approaches were found to be great opportunities for
the SHSP to recruit new membership.

For 2013, the following approaches are proposed:

* Similar to 2010, hold public open houses in Henderson, Las Vegas, Elko, and Carson
City.

* Make visits to agencies that are not actively involved with the SHSP to include judiciary,
emergency medical response, Carson City and Tahoe MPOs.

¢ Prepare a Charter that asks SHSP participants to reaffirm their commitment to traffic
safety in Nevada. Collect and combine signatures of all participants and merge these
with a final copy of the Charter.

Mr. Greco commented that these approaches are good ideas. Ms. Quigley asked if the state hosts
the open houses, and it was confirmed that it does. Ms. Quigley asked what the agenda would be
for the open house, and Mr. Tang answered that in 2010 a slide show presentation outlining the
SHSP and describing its organization was provided with the intention to peak interest to join
various groups. The open houses lasted two hours at most, were informal, and attendance in
2010 varied from 12 to 40. Information from the previous road show with more detail will be
distributed to the group.

Agenda Item 8: Nevada Safety Summit Recap

The Nevada Department of Transportation and the Nevada Office of Traffic Safety co-hosted the
bi-annual Nevada Safety Summit on November 7-8, 2012 at Texas Station in North Las Vegas.
During this Summit, a variety of traffic safety issues were discussed, with each issue related back
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to the overall conference theme of the fifth “E” Everyone as well as to the Zero Fatalities
campaign. The annual Nevada Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) awards luncheon was also
held during the Summit.

Discussion

Mr. Tang reported that Summit held on November 7-8 was well received. Just over 200
attended the event. 19 different topics were covered over two days. Unlike the last summit, in
2012 not only were the five emphasis areas covered, but also other areas including data team,
communication alliance, distracted driving, crash reconstruction, and judicial issues. Mr. Tang

highlighted some comments and feedback received including those of logistical, speaker flow,
and speaker selection nature.

NECTS members provided feedback on the summit. Mr. Malfabon expected to see in the recap
provided some feedback on the actual content of the breakout sessions and recommendations
specific to the activities of the Summit, such as the value of the sessions provided. Valerie
Evans commented that one concern is that the workshops were mostly lecture style with minimal
group interaction. Mr. Mammen suggested that a good format for the next summit might be
comparable to the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department safety symposiums that have been
recently conducted. Cpt. Tavarez shared that their next symposium will be held on April 3, 2013
from 6-8pm. Mr. Mammen agreed to be responsible for ensuring the next safety summit is
planned to be more interactive than the 2012 summit.

The next Safety Summit will be held in Northern Nevada in 2014.

Agenda Item 9: Applying Zero Fatalities at All Agencies

Zero Fatalities is the official traffic safety campaign for Nevada. As part of the campaign, a
number of materials have been developed to educate the public on traffic safety. Agencies
across Nevada are encouraged to utilize these materials to promote traffic safety.

Discussion

Brent Wilhite presented a summary of Nevada public opinion research conducted to gauge
awareness levels and success of the Zero Fatalities program and brand. He explained that the
public opinion survey was completed in February and that the survey was conducted among
those aged 18-54. There were 400 surveys completed in northern Nevada and 600 in southern
Nevada. Every county in the state was represented.

The following findings were shared:

* One half of Nevadans are aware of the campaign.

¢ Ofthose aware of the campaign, the campaign has influenced respondents to avoid
dangerous behaviors.

* Perception of dangerous behaviors has increased in all areas but the area in which
motorists watch for pedestrians.

* All age groups but the 18-24 group consider driving without a seatbelt very dangerous.

* The perception of driving while impaired as being very dangerous has increased.

* Reports of respondents never driving while impaired have increased from last year.

* Those who perceive talking on hand held cell phones while driving as being very
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dangerous has increased from last year.

* Texting while driving is being perceived as more dangerous than perceived last year.

*  95% of Nevadans had the potential to see the Zero Fatalities messages on average 25
times in 2012 across a variety of media.

*  50% of Nevadans have heard of the Zero Fatalities campaign. This is an increase from
last year’s 30%.

Mr. Tang agreed to distribute the presentation made by Mr. Wilhite.

Agenda Item 10: Matters of Legislative Interest
This agenda item gives NECTS members a chance to discuss traffic safety legislation that may
affect activities at their agencies.

Discussion
Ms. Quigley directed the group’s attention to the provided worksheet of legislative interests
showing a list of bill tracking items related to traffic safety.

* In addition to those on the list, Ms. Quigley mentioned that AB 145 is also in the works
in which a voluntary $2 opt-in donation when renewing vehicle registration can be
allocated the Complete Streets program.

* Ms. Quigley shared that Southern Nevada is working on an item to have the ability to
enact a fuel tax as a source of funds. She noted that Clark County is currently the only
county in Nevada that cannot impose an index fuel tax.

*  Mr. Mammen explained that while NDOT tries to support all safety initiatives that pass
through legislature, as a member of the executive branch they must take lead from the
governor’s office and take a formal position of being a neutral in stance. The governor,
very engaged, likes to see legislative text before weighing in to support, and NDOT
follows his lead.

* Mr. Malfabon reported that the hearing on language for open container laws as part of
AB 21 went well in proceedings.

e Mr. Greco noted that AB 123 only disallows texting and data use while in a crosswalk,
not phone use.

* On the note of crosswalks and jaywalking, Mr. Malfabon commented that he has noticed
increased jaywalking in Las Vegas and would be interested to know if there are ways to
capture specifics on the subject.

* Ms. Quigley inquired if any in the group has insight on the issue of questions in SB 143.

e Mr. Tavarez commented that the texting and walking issue is very significant and of
serious concern in southern Nevada. Mr. Greco asked if he had any recommendations, to
which Mr. Tavarez answered that the ultimate recommendation is driver awareness and
attention. He noted that it is difficult to recommend strategies when compliance from the
public is difficult.

Agenda Item 11: Traffic Records Executive Committee (TREC)

The NECTS serves as the TREC and includes an agenda item at each NECTS meeting. TREC
discussion items are based on concerns raised by the Traffic Records Coordinating Committee
(TRCC) which the TREC oversees.

Discussion
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Ben West, Traffic Records Program Manager for the Office of Traffic Safety, provided the
TRCC update.

NCATS Modernization project, which is the update to crash citation data collection to improve
accuracy and timeliness of data into the NCATS repository, is currently underway. Brazos
Technology is the vendor for the project. The project is more than a year behind schedule.

Some smaller agencies have adopted the software agency-wide. NDOT has found problems
with consistency of the data and the team has met with the vendor, most recently in
January, and has received assurances that existing problems will be solved and the project
schedule will get back on track. Back end data issues and data integrity issues are being
addressed. There is a follow up meeting in April with the DPS Director and other
stakeholders, at which time a software update will have been made and improvements
made will be known.

Other upcoming TRCC issues to be addressed at the next April meeting include an update on the
TRCC strategic plan on data collection. Adding EMS pre-hospital data and integrating that with
NCATS data is being considered, but TRCC needs to approve this approach.

The data development subcommittee, meeting for the first time in April, is to look at how
compliant reporting is with NHTSA standards.

A Charter change at TRCC is being considered to more accurately mirror the NECTS
membership and maintain compliance with MAP 21. It was noted there are no major changes
for Traffic Records compliance with MAP 21.

Ms. Wemple inquired about when NCATS should be completed. Mr. West answered that June
2014 is the current target completion date.

Agenda Item 12: Public Comment

Chuck Reider addressed the issue of where Zero Fatalities plays into everyday business, and
discussion ensued. Mr. Greco encouraged agencies within the SHSP effort build awareness
among their staff. For example, agencies could incorporate safety training and motorist
defensive driving training. Another way to get the message out, Mr. Greco suggested, is Zero
Fatalities license plate frames or window clings for agency vehicles and employees. Ms.
Wemple noted that some agencies have particularly strict rules for staff on policies such as using
cell phones while driving. Mr. Wilhite commented that there are certainly benefits to bringing
more awareness to private businesses, as companies who do not have strict policies about driving
do often encounter liability issues.

Meeting adjourned at 2:45 p.m.
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Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety (NECTS)

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 2012, 9:30 A.M. to 11:30 A.M. PST EMBASSY SUITES
CONVENTION CENTER 3600 PARADISE ROAD, LAS VEGAS, NV 89109

Phone: 8053090015, Code: 715013886 https.//www3.gotomeeting.com/join/715013886, meeting
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9:459:55
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10:3510:50

10:5011:15

11:1511:25

11:2511:30

#: 715013886
MEETING AGENDA

Welcome and Introductions

Handout #1 Agenda

Public Comment

Approval of February 7, 2012 Minutes [ACTION ITEM]
Handout #2 — February 7, 2012 Minutes

Approval of New NECTS Members [ACTION ITEM]
Outcomes from Safety Conversation Circle at Nevada

L. Gibson

All
L. Gibson

L. Gibson
All

Transportation Conference and Las Vegas Metropolitan Police

Traffic Symposium

Handout #3 — Traffic Symposium Report
Nevada Safety Summit

Handout #4 — Summit Agenda

Handout #5 — Save the Date Card

Zero Fatalities Material Usage

Handout #6 — Zero Fatalities Material Samples
MAP21 Legislation Discussion

Handout #7 — MAP21 Summary

Handout #8 — Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
MAP21 Summary

Traffic Records Executive Committee (TREC)
J. Gayer

Public Comment
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Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety (NECTS) Meeting Minutes

Tuesday, September 25, 2012, 9:30 a.m. to 11:30 a.m. PST Embassy Suites Convention Center, Las
Vegas, NV

ATTENDEES (*guest, # non-voting member)

Lee Gibson (Chair) Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County Capri Barnes*  Safe
Communities Partnership Jim Ceragioli* Nevada Department of Transportation Patrice Echola*
Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (phone) Sgt. John Gayer* Henderson Police
Department Jim Gubbels* Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority Susan Klekar# Federal
Highway Administration Kyle Kubovchik* Atkins Kevin Lee* Nevada Department of Transportation
(phone) Rudy Malfabon Nevada Department of Transportation Kevin Malone for Bruce Breslow Nevada
Department of Motor Vehicles Lt. Leonard Marshall* Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department Traci
Pearl Nevada Office of Traffic Safety Sgt. Todd Raybuck* Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department
Robert Roshak Nevada Sheriffs and Chiefs Association Robin Sweet Administrative Office of the Courts
(phone) Cpt. Mark Tavarez* Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department Maj. Kevin Tice for Col. Bernie Curtis
Nevada Department of Public Safety Brent Wilhite* Penna Powers Brian Haynes Beth Wemple*
Cambridge Systematics Ben West* Nevada Office of Traffic Safety Eric Tang* Cambridge Systematics

ACTION ITEM REPORT

MEETING REPORT Agenda Item 1: Welcome and Introductions

Lee Gibson called the meeting to order and attendance was recorded.

Agenda Item 2: Public Comment

Action Item Contact Status

Approval of February 7, 2012 Minutes All Approved
Approval of new NECTS members L. Gibson Approved
NECTS Member Checklist L. Gibson Approved
SHSP Activities in 2012 (Nomination of new NECTS Members) C. Reider Approved

No public comments.
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Agenda Item 3: Approval of February 7, 2012 Minutes — Action Item

Mr. Gibson asked for a motion to approve the NECTS Meeting Minutes of February 7, 2012. Traci
Pearl moved to approve and Mr. Malfabon seconded the motion. The motion was unanimously
approved.

Agenda Item 4: Approval of New NECTS Members — Action Item

An action item from the February 7, 2012 NECTS meeting was to recruit new members for the
NECTS, specifically from agencies that may have an interest in traffic safety issues in Nevada. The
following agencies were to be approached:

Carson Area MPO, Carson City Tahoe Transit District Clark County School District Nevada Fire
Chiefs Association REMSA in Washoe County Clark County Fire and Rescue Lyon County
Emergency Response Major law enforcement agencies, including Reno Police Department, Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department, Henderson Police Department, and Washoe County Sheriff’s Office

Discussion

In attendance at this meeting were Captain Mark Tavarez of the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police
Department and Jim Gubbels of the Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority. The group
discussed a possible motion to add these agencies to the NECTS membership. Captain Tavarez
recommended the addition of the Henderson Police Department to a motion. Mr. Gibson moved to
approve the addition of the three agencies to the NECTS membership. Mr. Malfabon seconded the
motion. The motion was unanimously approved. The addition of other agencies to the NECTS
membership outside of these three may take place at future NECTS meetings.

Agenda Item 5: Outcomes from Safety Conversation Circle at Nevada

Transportation Conference and Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department

(LVMPD) Traffic Symposium

This agenda item provided an opportunity for NECTS members to discuss outcomes from traffic safety
discussions at the Nevada Transportation Conference in March 2012 and the LVMPD Traffic
Symposium in July 2012. On March 27, 2012 at the Nevada Transportation Conference, NECTS
members participated in a safety forum during which agencies discussed how they can strengthen their
efforts within the Zero Fatalities campaign. On July 19, 2012, LVMPD hosted a symposium to discuss
issues and trends within traffic safety, particularly within those topic areas where fatality and injury
numbers have increased.

Discussion
The group discussed traffic safety observations that were shared at these two events. - Mr.
Gibson has noticed drivers are taking phone calls and texts in parking lots instead of
doing the same act while driving.
Ms. Pearl highlighted the successful efforts of Joining Forces and the collaborative effort
between OTS and NDOT in combining media dollars for traffic safety campaigns. Mr. Gibson
recommended the involvement of the RTCs in these campaigns. Captain Tavarez discussed the
possibilities of establishing a public-private traffic safety coalitions. A good example of a
program is one by MGM Resorts that involves 5,000 employees.
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Jim Ceragioli suggested applying the outcomes from the LVMPD traffic symposium into the
activities of the SHSP CEA teams.
Sgt. Raybuck noted enforcement activities are limited by the engineering of roads. He also
noted a greater need to change driving culture, which corresponds to increased education
and awareness-building activities.

- Mr. Gibson and Kyle Kubovchik suggested tying the outcomes of these
events into the activities of the upcoming Nevada Safety Summit. .

Agenda Item 6: Nevada Safety Summit

The Nevada Department of Transportation and the Nevada Office of Traffic Safety are cohosting the
biannual Nevada Safety Summit on November 7-8, 2012 at Texas Station in North Las Vegas.
During this Summit, a variety of traffic safety issues will be discussed, with each issue related back
to the overall conference theme of the fifth “E” Everyone as well as to the Zero Fatalities campaign.
The annual Nevada Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) awards luncheon will also be held during
the Summit.

Discussion

Ms. Pearl gave an overview of proposed Summit activities, including sessions, schedule, and
promotional material. The group recommended sharing the outcomes of the LVMPD Symposium with
Summit attendees. Mr. Gibson requested the inclusion of a session pertaining to the relationship
between public transportation and traffic safety. Sgt. Raybuck indicated there is a strong connection
between pedestrians and transit. Mr. Gibson strongly encouraged everyone to attend the Summit.

Agenda Item 7: Zero Fatalities Material Usage

Zero Fatalities is the official traffic safety campaign for Nevada. As part of the campaign, a number of
materials have been developed to educate the public on traffic safety. Agencies across Nevada are
encouraged to utilize these materials to promote traffic safety.

Discussion
Mr. Wilhite gave an overview of recent campaign material as well as the results from the public
opinion survey related to the Zero Fatalities campaign: - 30 percent of those above the age of 18 are
aware of the Zero Fatalities campaign. - 57 percent of those aware of the campaign believe it has
changed his/her behavior - 85 percent of Nevadans watched the Olympics at some point, compared
to 40 percent for
the Superbowl. Audience members watched Zero Fatalities ads five times on average
during Olympic broadcasts. - Zero Fatalities billboards and gas station pump ads have been
placed throughout the state. - Campaign ads have been broadcasted during UNR games and on
other radio programs. - Online advertising has also been used, including streaming ads on Hulu.
Sgt. Raybuck suggested expanding ads to UNR and UNLV campuses. NECTS members may contact
Meg Ragonese at NDOT or Valerie Evans at OTS for Zero Fatalities campaign materials. Lt. Marshall
suggested the distribution of info at DUI checkpoints.
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. Agenda Item 8: MAP-21 Legislation Discussion

This agenda item gave NECTS members a chance to discuss traffic safety legislation that may affect
activities at their agencies.

Discussion

Mr. Malfabon gave an overview of the recent reauthorization of the federal transportation bill which
greatly increased funding for traffic safety but removed earmarks. Programs in the bill are greatly tied
to performance measures. NDOT would like to improve crash data collection in the state. To do so, the
agency is investigating a BDR that addresses both a primary seat belt law and crash data ownership.
NDOT is awaiting final guidance from FHWA. Mr. Malfabon indicated the gas tax will not be
sustainable for future transportation funding with increased vehicle fuel efficiency and fewer vehicle
miles driven by the public. Mr. Malfabon suggests reaching out to new legislators after the November
election to inform them on the impacts of transportation reauthorization. Ms. Klekar highlighted High
Risk Rural Roads and Older Driver elements in reauthorization that require special attention if certain
performance thresholds are not met. It should be noted the ten percent flex program no longer exists.
Mr. Gibson also highlighted the bill’s greater emphasis on transit safety and security. Mr. Gibson
suggested the group follow up on this discussion at the next NECTS meeting.

Agenda Item 9: Traffic Records Executive Committee (TREC)

The NECTS serves as the TREC and includes an agenda item at each NECTS meeting to discuss traffic
records matters. TREC discussion items are based on concerns raised by the Traffic Records
Coordinating Committee (TRCC) which the TREC oversees.

Discussion

Sgt. Gayer and Mr. West reported to the TREC. Five agencies in northern Nevada and four agencies in
southern Nevada are currently in pilot tests of the updated NCATS crash and citation system. There is
a push to move the NCATS repository to vendor servers, however, it is recognized that not all agencies
would want to use this particular vendor as it conflicts with existing relationships and contracts with
other vendors. It was noted that the old system may need to be integrated with the new Brazos system
for those agencies that choose not to adopt the Brazos system. While he recommends keeping the
existing repository, Mr. Gayer sought NECTS advice on the issue. Mr. Reider suggested that instead of
making an immediate decision, the TRCC should provide the NECTS a summary of software and
hardware options that address the problems that are being faced during the NCATS Modernization
process. According to Mr. West, Ken Baldwin at the Department of Public Safety may have more
input. Following Mr. Reider’s suggestion, Ms. Pearl requested a list of pros and cons and the
implications of software choices. Mr. West will prepare and present this list at the next NECTS
meeting.

Mr. Greco inquired about how systems are being standardized to collect data and crash reporting. Mr.
West indicated the Brazos software has been tested during the NCATS modernization project with
success at three of the five agencies that have applied the new unified system. The other two agencies
currently have compatibility issues. Mr. West stated the Administrative Office of the Courts is working
with DPS to ensure smooth data reporting and output of PDF files. Sgt. Gayer noted Brazos is
providing a manual to ensure agencies have data integrity. Mr. West reported 17 agencies are on board
with the NCATS modernization project and are
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submitting citations directly to the Brazos servers; only two are using paper (Henderson PD and Las
Vegas Metro PD). Mr. Reider stressed the idea of integration and data sharing between agencies.

Agenda Item 10: Public Comment
No public comments.

Meeting adjourned at 11:15 a.m.
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zerc Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety
Fatalities (NECTS)
Drive Safe Nevada
Y TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 7,2012,10:00 AM. to 12:00 P.M. PST RTC
Washoe Boardroom 2050 Villanova Drive, Reno, Nevada 89502

MEETING AGENDA

10:0010:05 Welcome and Introductions
Handout #1 Agenda

10:0510:10 Public Comment

10:1010:15 Approval of September 27, 2011 Minutes [ACTION ITEM]
Handout #2 — September 27, 2011 Minutes

10:1510:20 Installation of new Chair and
Election of new ViceChair [ACTION ITEM]
10:2010:45 Safety Conversation CircleNevada Transportation Conference S. Klekar

10:4510:55 NECTS Member Checklist [ACTION ITEM]
Handout #3 — CEO Checklist

10:5511:15 SHSP Activities in 2012 [ACTION ITEM]

11:1511:30 Zero Fatalities Material Usage

11:3011:45 Legislative Discussion

11:4511:55 Traffic Records Executive Committee (TREC)
J. Gayer
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z ero Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety

Fatalities

Drive Safe Nevada

(NECTS) Meeting Minutes

Tuesday, February 7, 2012, 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. PST

RTC Washoe Boardroom, 2050 Villanova Drive, Reno, NV 89502

ATITENDEES (*guest, # non-voting member)

Lee Gibson (Chair)
Snow
Breslow

Amy Cummings*

Jeff Fontaine

Tom Greco*
Tracy Larkin-Thomason*

Kevin Lee*

Ken Mammen*
Susan Klekar#

Traci Pearl

John Penuelas*

Meg Ragonese*

Luana Ritch

Maj, Brian Sanchez for Col. Bernie Curtis

Robin Sweet
Nevada Office of Traffic Safety

Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County Jacob
Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada Bruce
Nevada Department of Motor Vehicles

Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County

Nevada Association of Counties (phone) Sgt. John Gayer*
Henderson Police Department (phone)

Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County
Nevada Department of Transportation

Nevada Department of Transportation (phone) Susan Martinovich
Nevada Department of Transportation

Nevada Department of Transportation (phone) Greg Novak for
Federal Highway Administration

Nevada Office of Traffic Safety

City of Henderson (phone)

Nevada Department of Transportation (phone) Chuck Reider
Nevada Department of Transportation

Nevada Department of Health and Human Services (phone)

Nevada Department of Public Safety

Administrative Office of the Courts (phone) Ben West*
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Masha Wilson* Nevada Office of Traffic Safety (phone) Brent Wilhite* Penna
Powers Brian Haynes

Beth Wemple* Cambridge Systematics

Eric Tang* Cambridge Systematics

Joanna Hite* Cambridge Systematics (phone)

ACTION ITEM REPORT

Action Item Contact Status

Approval of September 27, 2011 Minutes All Approved
Installation of New Chair and Election of New Vice-Chair C. Reider Approved
NECTS Member Checklist L. Gibson Approved
SHSP Activities in 2012 (Nomination of new NECTS Members) C. Reider Approved

MEETING REPORT

Agenda Item 1: Welcome and Introductions

Chuck Reider called the meeting to order and attendance was recorded. Mr. Reider provided a summary of
NECTS 2011 activities for the Nevada SHSP. The group was reminded of the Nevada SHSP interim goal of
reducing fatalities by half by 2030 and that five emphasis areas exist. A set of graphs was presented showing

fatality and serious injury trend lines, goals versus actuals, and interim-year performance measures.

Agenda Item 2: Public Comment

No public comments.

Agenda Item 3: Approval of September 27, 2011 Minutes — Action Item

Mr. Reider asked for a motion to approve the NECTS Meeting Minutes of September 27, 2011. Mr. Gibson
moved to approve and Mr. Breslow seconded the motion. The motion was unanimously approved.
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Agenda Item 4: Installation of New Chair and Election of New Vice-Chair — Action
Iltem

The NECTS By-Laws state that the terms of office for the Chair and Vice-Chair are for one year. At the end
of the one year term, the Chair will be replaced by the Vice-Chair, with a new Vice- Chair selected at the
anniversary meeting of the NECTS. The Vice-Chair will be nominated from

the membership of the NECTS.

Discussion

Lee Gibson, having served the role of Vice-Chair in 2011, assumed the role of NECTS Chair for

2012. Mr. Gibson nominated Jacob Snow for Vice-Chair. The nomination was seconded and

the motion to approve Mr. Snow for NECTS Vice-Chair passed unanimously. Mr. Snow was not in
attendance at the time of the nomination and it was decided that Mr. Gibson would confer with him
following the meeting regarding acceptance.

Agenda Item 5: Safety Conversation Circle — Nevada Transportation Conference

At the September 27, 2011 meeting, the NECTS approved the concept of participating in a safety forum at
the Nevada Transportation Conference and all NECTS members are encouraged to participate in a traffic
safety session for the Nevada Transportation Conference March 27, 2012

at the Texas Station Casino in Las Vegas. The session topic is “The Road to Zero Fatalities, Engaging Your
Local Communities” and will last approximately one hour beginning at 3:30. The conversation circle allows
attendees to discuss how their agency can engage their staff and constituents in Zero Fatalities. More
information about the conference can be found at: www.rtcwashoe.com/ntc.

Discussion

Mr. Novak, speaking for Ms. Klekar, provided an overview of the upcoming 2012 Nevada Transportation
Conference to be held in Las Vegas on March 27-28 and explained the purpose of the conversation circle.
The conversation circle will be held on the first day of the conference with Ms. Klekar acting as moderator.
Mr. Gibson noted that this conversation circle provides a unique opportunity for the topic of safety
because RTC of Washoe County and RTC of Southern Nevada are updating their regional transportation
plans this year. Mr. Gibson suggested the

focus for the exercise should be to discuss available design methodologies that will induce behavior
changes and to ensure there is an understanding of how to best match federal safety requirements with
local objectives.
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Mr. Reider spoke of a conversation circle format seen recently at AASHTO’s 2011 Spring meeting. Having
already consulted with Ms. Klekar about using this particular technique, he suggested the format be
considered by the NECTS for its exercise. The format is one in which:

individuals are seated at a grouping of five or six chairs in a semicircle; participants hold discussions and
offer ideas; individuals eventually leave the conversation freeing chairs for

others in the audience to join in and continue the conversation. NECTS members are encouraged to be
seated in the circle at the beginning to initiate the discussion and to show the audience how the a
conversation circle works. As Mr. Gibson remarked that topics discussed in the circle will be critical, Ms.
Wemple suggested the topic of successful engineering designs would be beneficial. It was decided that
Mr. Reider, Mr. Novak and Ms. Klekar will develop a preliminary list of discussion topics for the
conversation circle, with Mr. Novak following up with individuals who have volunteered to participate.
NECTS members should contact Mr. Reider if they are interested in participating in the circle..

Mr. Breslow shared information regarding autonomous vehicles. Beginning in April 2012, autonomous
vehicles will be allowed on Nevada roads, streets, and freeways for testing purposes. Mercedes will
release 2013 model year autonomous vehicles on roads within the next few months. Google is playing a
major role in the autonomous vehicle technology. Mr. Breslow noted that safety features in the new
technology would depend on marked lanes on roads. As there will be a push to legitimize the concept,
other states are following Nevada’s lead in developing the complex regulations that go before Legislature.
Mr. Breslow requested the group contact him for further information.

Agenda Item 6: NECTS Member Checklist — Action Item

During the 2011 AASHTO Spring meeting, state transportation officials from across the United States were
presented with a checklist to help determine if states were meeting specific safety goals, objectives, or
needs. A similar checklist was subsequently developed for NECTS members to determine if Nevadan
agencies are meeting the goals, objectives, and needs of the SHSP.

Discussion

Mr. Gibson explained that Cambridge Systematics and Mr. Reider developed the checklist of guidelines as a
tool for agencies’ use to meet SHSP goals and stay on track. Mr. Tang provided a review of each item on
the checklist and opened the floor for questions or comments.

A question was raised about the safety performance goals item. Ms. Martinovich explained that those
were added to compliment the Governor’s safety related performance goals that are currently under

review

Regarding the item on obligation of Federal funds and how that action item would work for agencies other
than NDOT, Mr. Snow noted there could be available Federal funds the RTCs may apply toward safety
items. Ms. Martinovich agreed that there might be opportunities in local obligation of Federal funds as
there is a tie in to State obligations. Mr. Gibson suggested the focus of funding should not remain at
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minimum requirements for safety expenditures, but to rise to a next focus level of defining decision-
making criteria for project selection.

Mr. Gibson asked the NECTS for a motion to approve the checklist for use as intended. Mr. Snow moved to
approve, Ms. Martinovich seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.

Agenda Item 7: SHSP Activities in 2012 — Action Item

Since the approval of the SHSP, Critical Emphasis Area teams have been responsible for tracking the
implementation of SHSP strategies and action steps. Teams have met quarterly in groups of varying sizes.
Additional recruitment is a key component in increasing participation.

Another important issue is the tracking of performance measures associated with each strategy and action
step as teams need to review the quality and quantity of the data they are collecting for tracking activities.
A new activity for 2012 is the enhancement of local implementation of the SHSP. Another activity is the
consideration of additional members to participate in the NECTS.

Discussion

Mr. Gibson invited Mr. Reider to provide an update on SHSP activities planned for 2012. Mr. Reider
indicated that the first discussion item on this topic is the need to increase Zero Fatalities awareness. In
moving toward the culture change to Zero Fatalities, efforts should go beyond traditional advertising. Mr.
Reider encouraged members to do more to integrate the logo within their agencies.

Mr. Reider asked the NECTS to consider recruiting more SHSP participation and recruiting additional
agencies for NECTS membership. Mr. Greco recommended contact be made to the MPOs that are not
currently involved. Mr. Fontaine made a suggestion that contact be made with the Tahoe Transit District.
Mr. Breslow recommended Department of Education increase their involvement and Ms. Pearl suggested
NECTS contact area universities.

Ms. Martinovich initiated a discussion on law enforcement involvement. Maj. Sanchez stressed the need
for executive level support from these law enforcement agencies.

Regarding first responders, Mr. Gibson asked Ms. Ritch for her thoughts on which agencies might fit within
the NECTS. Ms. Ritch indicated the two largest first responder agencies are Clark County Fire and Rescue
and REMSA in Washoe County. For a rural service, she suggested Lyon County Emergency Responders.

It was mentioned by Mr. Breslow that NHTSA is testing a new program that could require all vehicles to
have a communication device installed that will recognize other devices upon interchange approach.
Fatalities are expected to reduce significantly if the system is adapted, according to NHTSA. Mr. Breslow
stated it would be helpful to be aware of these forthcoming technologies. Ms. Ritch then agreed to look
into possible participation from the fire chiefs association which represents first responders.
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There was a motion proposed by Mr. Snow to make initial contact with the following candidates to solicit
NECTS membership. NECTS members are encouraged to bring the membership topic up informally during
meetings with prospective member agencies. The follow up will be to have staff contact these candidates
by telephone with a letter of invitation from the NECTS Chair, and an action item will be included in the
agenda of the next NECTS meeting to request to include them on the committee.

o Carson Area MPO, Carson City

. Tahoe Transit District

. Clark County School District

d Nevada Fire Chiefs Association

. REMSA in Washoe County

. Clark County Fire and Rescue

. Lyon County Emergency Response

. Major law enforcement agencies, including Reno PD, Las Vegas Metro PD, Henderson PD, and

Washoe County Sheriff’s Department

Mr. Gibson asked for Ms. Sweet’s thoughts on adding a judicial component to the NECTS. Ms. Sweet’s
opinion is that judges’ associations should be approached for topic specific items but she is unsure how to
make a connection between those associations and the NECTS. On this topic, Ms. Martinovich said that
she would reach out to former NDOT AG Dan Wong and solicit involvement. Mr. Reider stated that the
NECTS should work toward being placed on the agenda for the semi-annual judicial conference.

Mr. Lee noted that there are Traffic Incident Management Coalition meetings in the rural areas later in the
month. He will send details to Mr. Gibson and Mr. Reider. In turn, they will let Mr. Lee know if anything
NECTS-related needs to be brought up by him in those meetings.

Ms. Martinovich suggested an amendment be made to Mr. Snow’s motion to reflect that action will be
taken to contact NECTS candidates by the next meeting at which point candidates will be officially
nominated. The amendment was recognized by the Chair. Mr. Breslow seconded the amended motion. A
vote was taken and the motion was passed unanimously.

Agenda Item 8: Zero Fatalities Material Usage

Zero Fatalities is the official traffic safety campaign for Nevada. As part of the campaign, a number of
materials have been developed to educate the public on traffic safety. Agencies across Nevada are
encouraged to utilize these materials to promote traffic safety.
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Discussion

Mr. Wilhite was introduced to present NECTS members an opportunity to learn more about initiatives
related to the Zero Fatalities traffic safety campaign and to present resources available to get others on
board with Zero Fatalities. Outreach techniques and tools available to all agencies include: Zero Fatalities
logo; Zero Fatalities email signature; television ads; radio ads; Man-on-the-Street video; fact sheets;
vertical banners; pledge boards; window clings; and others.

Ms. Martinovich suggested the well-received Man-on-the-Street video be shown at RTC Washoe County
and RTC Southern Nevada meetings.

Mr. Gibson made a suggestion to gear some promotional materials toward the maintenance of vehicles.
Mr. Breslow requested from Mr. Wilhite a large format poster with maintenance importance issues and
statistics.

Mr. Greco suggested the development of an alternate logo that includes the Zero Fatalities website
address. He also suggested the development of Zero Fatalities bumper stickers.

Ms. Wemple asked about the costs of bus wrap advertising and to consider that option for the Zero
Fatalities campaign. Mr. Snow provided an estimate of $20,000 per month for buses in the Las Vegas area.

Agenda Item 9: Legislative Discussion

This agenda item gives NECTS members a chance to discuss traffic safety legislation that may affect
activities at their agencies.

Discussion

Ms. Martinovich solicited safety responses from NECTS members. Ms. Pearl noted the Nevada

Office of Traffic Safety will submit BDR legislative requests by late-February.
Given time constraints, Mr. Gibson suggested the NECTS discuss legislative matters at Nevada

Transportation Conference in the March.

Agenda Item 10: Traffic Records Executive Committee (TREC)

The NECTS agreed to serve as the TREC and to include an agenda item at each NECTS meeting.
TREC discussion items are based on concerns raised by the Traffic Records Coordinating
Committee (TRCC) which the TRE Discussion

Sgt. Gayer and Mr. West reported to the TREC. Five agencies in northern Nevada and
four agencies in southern Nevada are currently in pilot tests of the updated NCATS
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crash and citation

system. There is a push to move the NCATS repository to vendor servers, however, it
is

recognized that not all agencies would want to use this particular vendor as it
conflicts with existing relationships and contracts with other vendors. It was noted
that the old system may need to be integrated with the new Brazos system for those
agencies that choose not to adopt the Brazos system. While he recommends keeping
the existing repository, Mr. Gayer sought

NECTS advice on the issue. Mr. Reider suggested that instead of making an
immediate decision, the TRCC should provide the NECTS a summary of software and
hardware options that address the problems that are being faced during the NCATS
Modernization process. According to Mr. West, Ken Baldwin at the Department of
Public Safety may have more input. Following Mr. Reider’s suggestion, Ms. Pearl
requested a list of pros and cons and the implications of software choices. Mr. West
will prepare and present this list at the next NECTS meeting.

Mr. Greco inquired about how systems are being standardized to collect data and
crash reporting. Mr. West responded that Brazos software is being tested during the
NCATS modernization project with success at three of the five agencies that have
applied the new unified system. The other two agencies have compatibility issues.
Mr. West stated the Administrative Office of the Courts is working with DPS to ensure
smooth data reporting and output of PDF files. Sgt. Gayer noted Brazos is providing a
manual to ensure agencies have data integrity. Mr. West reported

that 17 agencies are on board with the NCATS modernization project and are
submitting citations directly to the Brazos servers; only two are using paper
(Henderson PD and Las Vegas Metro PD). Mr. Reider stressed the idea of integration
and data sharing between agencies.

Agenda Item 11: Public Comment

Mr. Reider suggested that Summit be discussed at next NECTS meeting.

Mr. Gibson suggested a change in location rotation for upcoming NECTS meetings.
Future Winter meetings may take place in southern Nevada while future Summer
meetings may take place in northern Nevada.

Meeting adjourned at 12:15 p.m.
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R Impaired Driving CEA Team Meeting
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Drive Safe Nevada

Tuesday, November 27, 2012 10:00 AM to 11:30 AM

10:00-10:05 AM Welcome and Introductions Susan Aller-
Handout #1 — Agenda Schilling
10:05-10:10 AM Introduction of New Members Susan Aller-
Schilling
10:10-10:30 AM Nevada Safety Summit Impaired Driving Session Recap Susan Aller-
Handout #2 - Notes from Impaired Driving Evaluations Schilling
10:30-11:00 AM Performance Measure Baseline Data Susan Aller-
Handout #3 - Baseline Performance Measure Data Schilling
11:00-11:10 AM Review Impaired Driving Activities from Past Quarter All
11:10-11:20 AM Discussion of Impaired Driving Activities for Next | All
Quarter
11:20-11:25 AM Open Discussion All
11:25-11:30 AM Scheduling of Future Meetings All
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0y Impaired Driving CEA Team Meeting Report
Fatalities

Drive Safe Nevada

ATTENDEES

Barbara Mirmas, volunteer, Metro PD
Sgt. Munoz, Nevada Highway Patrol
Jaime Tuddao, Nevada DOT

Laura Sadler, MADD

Deborah Huff, NHP

Pam Beer, Cambridge Systematics

RESULTS

Group recommended the team take a look at DUI training in the state and determine whether
there is a need for more resources for training including DRE training. The team may want to
undertake some type of study.

Group approved some of the outcome measures, but not the one for repeat offenders. They
referred this question to the Data Team. They also did not approve all of the output measures
(see report).

MEETING REPORT

Summit Session

The consensus was it was a very comprehensive presentation. Laurel Sadler talked about the
recidivism study, Laura Osland spoke about youth activities in the state, and the last speaker
talked about the NHP. Pam Beer reported the evaluations were very positive as well. Most
people indicated they want more time and found it hard to choose among so many concurrent
sessions.

Performance Measure Baseline Study

Pam Beer reported each CEA was asked to review the recommended changes in performance
measures. The changes were made because it was evidence that measuring performance on a
quarterly basis was different with so many output and outcome performance measures and the
difficulty in collecting outcome measures due to a lack of information and resources, and the time
it takes. In addition, some performance measures are better measured annually and other
measures were too vague to be of value.

A discussion on performance measures and how programs are evaluated followed. A question
was asked about the number of high-visibility programs in Nevada and whether the number was
tallied by programs and locations. Nevada, through the Joining Forces program, does a lot of high
visibility programs and do them where the data indicates there are alcohol impaired problems.
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Sgt. Munoz indicated the NHP has billboards and signage to educate people, but also noted
officers are looking for DUIs on every shift.

Another question was asked about how it is determined what has an impact. There are a number
of activities going on that could impact the numbers. On the other side, there are agencies that
are reducing the number of officers available to do DUI or disbanding units that focused on the
problem. That is why there has been a push to do more training. There needs to be some
recognition of the impact budget cuts have on available officers and the amount of DUI
enforcement that can be accomplished.

Sgt. Munoz noted most officers have been through DUI training like the A-RIDE program, but he
noted the real problem is drugged driving. He noted he is a DRE, but is having a hard time finding
a DRE program. That is an area where the CEA team could help and make sure there is
sufficient DRE training programs available. For Las Vegas Metro, training coordinator Carol
DeFolio is having a lot of classes cancelled lately. Statewide this lack of training in general is a
real problem.

Pam Beer indicated the team may want to look at what is happening with training statewide and
see what can be done to solve the problem. Action Step 1.4 is to encourage other law
enforcement agencies to conduct refresher training programs on sobriety testing. This action step
could be expanded to look into the entire issue of training. Sgt. Munoz noted Eddie Bowers with
the NHP is trying to get refresher courses on DUI. In the agency it is not a requirement and some
officers took a course 15 years ago.

Review of New Outcome and Output Performance Measures

Strategy 1 Increase the number of high visibility DUI programs
Outcome Five year average number of DUI fatalities and serious injuries. (approved)
Outputs Number of agencies that support high visibility enforcement efforts (all approved)

Number of media hits that mention DUl enforcement
Number of materials produced, number of agencies contacted
Number of training programs conducted, number of officers trained

Number of locations/corridors
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A question was asked about why there are five year averages in the SHSP particularly when the
last five years is when many law enforcement agencies have had budget problems. Pam Beer
explained the SHSP is a five year plan and the five year or three year average are commonly
used.

Another question was asked about the designation serious injury and whether it differed from
substantial bodily hard. Jaime Tuddao indicated the crash report does identify whether it was an
A or B injury which means an incapacitating injury or non-incapacitating.

Strategy 2 Enhance programs on impaired driving for young drivers.

Outcome Five year average number fatalities and serious injuries from crashes involving a
DUI by a driver under age of 21. (approved)

Outputs Number of revised curriculums (revise)

Number of citations/incidents

Pam Beer suggested the group may want to look at the word enhance and determine what that
means. What does the group want to accomplish with this strategy. Is it expanding the programs,
making them more effective?

Change the first output measure to: Number of impaired driving programs, activities, curriculums
conducted for young people

Strategy 3 Reduce the number of repeat DUI Offenders.

Outcome Number of Repeat DUI offenders (not approved-awaiting assistance from Data
Team)
Outputs The number of stakeholders who received the informational packages (approved)

Number and types of information collected to support mandatory evaluation (not
approved)

Number of comparable sites to be studied (not approved)
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Outcome Measure - The number of repeat offenders is very hard to get. MADD has been trying
to figure out Nevada’s recidivism rate. The best place they found was to get the information from
the offenders who participate in victim impact panels. They did a survey to find out how many of
these individuals are repeat offenders. They are collecting information in the North, but it was not
clear who was collecting the information. The Henderson Police Department also did a recidivism
study but just on one court system. Laurel has that information. It is not clear who is getting
information on the number of repeat offenders unless there is a previous conviction. There is also
a problem if the person is from out-of-state. Having a centralized location for convictions would
be a way to solve the problem. Overall the group determined more research is needed on how to
obtain information on the number of repeat offenders and they agreed to request assistance from
the Data Team.

The output measure for mandatory evaluation may not be correct. Currently an evaluation is
mandatory for those with a high BAC (.28 and above), anyone under age 21, and for those with
second and third time offenses. Would the number of contacts made or materials distributed be
more appropriate?

For the last output measure, is it the number of comparable sites to be studied, or is it the number
of courts visited?

Tracking Tool

The team was able to update information for Strategy 1, but could not provide any information on
Strategies 2 and 3. The people responsible for those strategies were not in attendance. A
question was asked on Action Step 2.2 Conduct pilot Cops In Shops and Compliance Check
programs to reduce youth access to alcohol. Local police departments to have access to
Enforcing Underage Drinking Laws (EUDL) funds, but Laura Osland would have a better idea.
Most of the time when the compliance checks are done, there is an article in the newspaper on
who sold and who did not so the issue seems to be well reported.
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Nevada Strategic Highway Safety Plan

Impaired Driving CEA Team Meeting

Wednesday, March 13, 2013 2:30 PM to 4:00 PM

2:30-2:35 PM Welcome and Introductions Susan Aller-
Handout #1 — Agenda Schilling
2:35-2:40 PM Introduction of New Members Susan Aller-
Schilling
2:40-3:00 PM Nevada SHSP Annual Report and Performance | Eric Tang
Measurement
Handout #2 - Nevada 2012 SHSP Annual Report
3:00-3:15 PM Review Impaired Driving Activities from Past Quarter All
Handout #3 - Impaired Driving CEA Tracking Tool
3:15-3:30 PM Discussion of Impaired Driving Activities for Next | All
Quarter
3:30-3:45 PM Legislative Issues All
3:45-3:55 PM Open Discussion All
3:55-4:00 PM Scheduling of Future Meetings All
Minutes
Attendance

Susan Aller-Schilling, Nevada Highway Patrol
Debra Huff, Nevada Highway Patrol

John Johansen, Office of Traffic Safety

Laurel Stadler, Northern Nevada DUI Task Force
Eric Tang, Cambridge Systematics

Debra Huff introduced herself to the team. She is based out of Southern Command
of NHP in Las Vegas.

Susan will follow up on NHP members.

John — Criminal Justice System, AOC, DMV, Department of Health
Eric to add the administrative contact for the Sparks judges.

Clark DA — Brian Rutledge vehicular crimes unit. Bruce Nelson TSRP potential

contact.

Moving forward, use a meeting scheduler to determine ideal times for all members
to attend the meeting.
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Annual Report

Strategy 2: John suggests breaking Graduating Licensing age group 15-17 and
unrestricted 18-20. New driver licensing directives in MAP-21.

Strategy 3: Laurel’s Victim Impact Panel survey will be conducted in 2014, the last
one was in 2012.

Sandy Heverly of STOP DUI had conducted survey in Henderson.

John mentioned AOC has all the courts reporting DUl broken out as a specific
offense.

John mentioned Clark County and Clark County Judicial court — tracking persons
their recidivism rate after completion of a treatment program. And compare this to
those who went through treatment. Two years after treatment without treatment 27-
33%, with treatment 8-10%.

1.1 — DRIVE program update. Need to expand to Las Vegas. Reinstitute ARIDE
program. Advanced Roadside Impaired Driving Enforcement — developed by
NHTSA. Has DRE element. Reach out - 17 sheriff offices, 13 incorporated cities —
total 30 local agencies, plus NHP (3 regions), UNR, UNLV, 2 school districts, -
target 50 percent of agencies. — underway recurring

1.2 - DUI checkpoint in February. St. Patrick’s Day- underway recurring
1.3 - Traditional 911 is being used, we may need to tweak this. Not started.
1.4 — Feburary 2013 SFST in the north — 12 students. Attrition. None in the

south. 100% compliance ah NHP. See all agencies - 25 percent. Post-academy
could be a source of data.

1.5 — completed.
2.1 — Check with Laura Oslund offline.
2.2 — Cops in Shops — DRIVE program. No 2013 compliance check program

yet. Metro LV has done compliance check. Central Lyon Connection, UDL in the
south, Add Laura and contact her.

3.1 — No AGACID program anymore. Still stalled. No information on number of
ignition interlocks installed as this is a private enterprise.

3.2 — No AGACID still stalled. There is the survey information on the repeat
offenders.

3.3 — waiting for 2014 survey. Media campaigns. There is a BDR pending about
repeat offenders, not clear on the content if its crime or impaired driving. Completed
but recurring.

Legislation

ARIDE DRE may become important later on. Discussions about implied consent
warning in Missouri.

Peripheral laws on (e.g. sealing of records)
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Nevada Strategic Highway Safety Plan

Impaired Driving CEA Team Meeting Minutes

Monday, July 15,2013  10:00 AM to 11:30 AM

10:00-10:05 AM Welcome and Introductions Susan Aller-
Handout #1 — Agenda Schilling
10:05-10:10 AM Introduction of New Members Susan Aller-
Schilling
10:10-10:30 AM Nevada SHSP Road Show — September 2013 Eric Tang
10:30-11:00 AM Review Impaired Driving Activities from Past Quarter All
11:00-11:15 AM Discussion of Impaired Driving Activities for Next All
Quarter
11:15-11:25 AM Open Discussion All
11:25-11:30 AM Scheduling of Future Meetings All

Attendance

Susan Aller-Schilling, Nevada Highway Patrol

John Johansen, Office of Traffic Safety

Judy Larquier, Western Nevada College

Richard Marshall, Nye County Sheriff’'s Office

Ken Mammen, Nevada Department of Transportation
Laura Oslund, Nye Communities Coalition

Laurel Stadler, Northern Nevada DUl Task Force
Eric Tang, Cambridge Systematics

Minutes

Welcomes

Richard Marshall was welcomed to the group.

Road Show

The group discussed the upcoming Nevada SHSP Road Show,
September 9-13, 2013. Laura Oslund suggested any discussion about

impaired driving should include topics on drugs such as marijuana.

Legislative Discussion
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Laurel Stadler indicated the marijuana exemption proposal was defeated
during the last legislative session. She also indicated there were
proposed bills that would have affected DUI policies. In addition, new
dispensaries for marijuana are resulting in increased accessibility to the
drug, especially for young users. There is no requirement for a doctor to
be practicing to issue a marijuana prescription.

John Johansen indicated the US Supreme Court (Missouri v. McNeely)
has the potential for warrants to be issued for blood draw. John also
indicated the rank of Nevada impaired fatalities: Alcohol impairment is
first, marijuana second, methamphetamine third, prescription drugs
fourth.

Impaired Driving Activity Status

Strategy 1
1.1 — DRIVE and ARIDE programs are ongoing. Susan/Eric to forward

information to Rick Marshall to expand these efforts to Nye counties and
other locations.

1.2 — Group to contact Trooper Chuck Allen to count media efforts.
Susan and Chuck were on radio show on May 24. John noticed media
are posting more press releases and specified an article in the Elko
newspaper regarding victim impact panels. Susan noted July 4"
campaigns. NHP has conduced field sobriety test demonstrations for the
district attorney office. Drug recognition expert demonstrations have
been held at the National Judicial College. Susan indicated all sworn
NHP officers are to be trained in ARIDE.

1.3 — Richard Marshall, Nye County is an example of a new member.
Joining Forces could be a recruiting resource.

1.4 — Train the trainer program has been conducted by Eddie Bowers of
NHP and Sparks PD. There may be opportunities to loan trainers to
academies to Southern Nevada.

1.5 — The group may pursue an update of impaired driving corridor

maps.
Strategy 2

2.1 — Safe Driving program at schools have been halted. Programs exist
for prom and graduation activities. Outreach is now community based
and not through organized training at a school. A simulator has been
used as a demonstration device to show the impacts of impaired driving
and texting. Other counties (e.g. Humboldt) also active in the Safe
Driving program. Outreach activities occur every 1-2 months. Judy
Larquier indicated Western Nevada College conducts programs every
18 months via live classes. WNC also has a driver simulator program.
2.2 — Laura indicated there is active re-training of decoys in all counties.
Started in February 2013. Need to follow up on the status of training with
northern counties.

Strategy 3
3.1 — No ignition law was presented during the past legislative session.

There are no current statistics on ignition interlocks.
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3.2 — A survey will not be conducted in 2013. The next survey will take
place in 2014.

3.3 — Eric will distribute previous survey results on victim impact panels.
Other Topics

Given the news of the Royal Baby, it also reminds everyone of the death
of Princess Diana in August 1997 which involved impaired driving.

Eric suggested future meetings could include a guest speaker.

Laurel indicated there is a Daily Marijuana email newsletter. Eric will
send a copy of the newsletter to the group.

Next Meeting

The group will determine a meeting time in the range of September 19-
20, 2013
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Impaired Driving Critical Emphasis Area (CEA) Team Meeting

Meeting no: Impaired CEA #1

Location: Northern NV: Kimley-Horn, 5370 Kietzke Lane, Suite 201, Reno

Date and time:
Thursday, March 27, 2014
8:30-10:00am

Southern NV: Kimley-Horn, 6671 Las Vegas Blvd. South, Suite 320, Las Vegas

Minutes by: Chuck Reider

Present: Northern NV:

Susan Aller-Schilling, Chair

Mitch Nowicki

Rob Van Diest

Chuck Reider, CEA Facilitator
Southern NV:

Mike Colety

Lindsay Sundberg

DPS, Nevada Highway Patrol (NHP)
Regional Emergency Medical Services
Authority (REMSA)

Reno Police Department (RPD)
CWR Solutions

Kimley-Horn

Kimley-Horn

Conference

Call:

P.D. Kiser

Jaime Tuddao

John Johansen

Laura Oslund, Vice-Chair

Laurel Sadler

Judy Larquier

NDOT, Safety Engineering

NDOT, Safety Engineering

DPS, Office of Traffic Safety (OTS)
NyE Community Coalition
Northern Nevada DUI Task Force
Western NV College Drivers Education

I. Welcome and Introductions

- Chair Susan Aller-Schilling convened the meeting and welcomed the attendees.
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II. Impaired Driving CEA Team Representation
- Appointment of CEA team Vice-Chair
Laura Oslund accepted Susan’s invitation to become the Vice-Chair.

I[II> Recruitment
The team expressed interest in expanding its active members and
engaging new agencies.
Susan would like to see NHP Southern Command representation
as well as Metro and Henderson PD. Laura noted that Rick
Marshal of Nye County Sheriffs and Kerry Lee of Lincoln County
Sheriffs office are interested in participating.

LinkedIn may be another way of reaching out.

It was suggested each member in attendance reach out in person
to one new prospective member.

Reach out to insurance companies such as Liberty Mutual.

How can this team more fully interact with the Governor’s DUI
Task Force?

IV. Action Items:

Susan will contact UNR PD Sgt. John Galicia and Captain Duane
Meyer from Washoe County Sheriff’s Office.

Consultant staff will provide Laura any additional information she
may wish to provide Rick Marshall and Kerry Lee.

Consultant staff will contact those on the team list who did not
attend.

Laura indicated she would contact the District Attorney in her
area to recruit them into this CEA team.
The team will identify other groups or stakeholders to contact.
V. Impaired Driving CEA Kick-off
Team Communication
Chuck noted that in addition to regular quarterly meetings the consultant

staff will provide interim email/phone call updates and encourage
discussion among members in between the quarterly meetings. The
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team agreed this will keep interest in the team’s activities and foster
more engagement.

VL SHSP definitions
Chuck provided basic definitions to the following:

Goal — Zero Fatalities (and our message to the public)

Objectives — A way to measure if we are moving toward our goal.
SHSP Objective: reduce fatalities and serious injuries by

50% by 2030. This translates into a 3.1% annual decrease

for each year of the plan.

The SHSP uses a 5-year rolling average.
Strategies — Developed as part of the SHSP update which guide
the action steps over the course of the 5-year plan.

Impaired CEA Strategies are:
Increase the number of high-visibility DUl programs

Enhance programs on impaired driving for young
Drivers

Reduce the number of repeat DUI offenders

The team wishes to explore new strategies and the best time to do that
will be the update to the SHSP which should occur next year. Discussion
on new strategies can be ongoing.

Vulnerable Users

Susan reminded the team that the NECTS wishes to incorporate action
steps that include vulnerable users such as pedestrians, motorcycles, older
drivers.

The team also identified prescription drug use, especially among older
drivers that are not aware of possible impairment with their use.

VII. Fatality Update:
2014 as of March 17 (43 total) compared to 2013 as of March 17 (54 total)

Action Item:

Include FARS sheet to team as an attachment to these minutes as
well as instructions on how to be added to the distribution list.
John Johansen noted impaired driver information can be delayed
several weeks.
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Mike Colety noted KH is in the process of updating the rolling averages.
They currently received 2012 and will receive 2013 data in a month or so
from NDOT Safety Engineering.

The team concurred that it would be good to estimate baseline marijuana
data to identify any increases as a result of increased legalized marijuana
use. Data collection will be challenging as crash reports may not have the
required information and FARS only collects information on fatal crashes.
Arrest data may be helpful. John Johansen can update impaired driving
reports.

Action Item:

Laura Oslund will provide consultant staff information about the
best practices of other states on which data to collect and where
it may be available.

Outstanding Action Items (see 09/20/2013 meeting minutes)

Update impaired driving corridor maps- There was consensus among the
team that these can provide valuable information. John noted that
almost half of the pedestrian fatalities involved impaired pedestrians.

P.D. Kiser noted that a recent channel 8 news story noted that distracted
drivers have eclipsed impaired driving crashes.

Data displays to consider- time of day, time of year, special events

Update high crash maps- The team concurred these displays are also
valuable. Data elements could be similar to the corridors discussed
above. John suggested including speed limits, the most common is 45
mph.

Action Item:
Consultant staff will contact NDOT Safety Engineering staff and
the SHSP data team on working towards providing these maps.

Mandatory evaluation of DUI offenders in 2014 (Laurel)

Laurel feels this initiative has lost momentum, however a newly formed
Attorney General’s group may be working up a bill draft. Both Carl
Nieberlein (Sparks PD) and Rory Planetta (Carson City) are members.
Members are appointed but anyone is welcome to attend. Every DUI
offender is evaluated; however there is no standard evaluation. This
group is working towards a standard. Laurel also noted that Nevada only
has 689 interlocks in use as compared to New Mexico with 12,000.
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Action Item:

Laurel will give a brief presentation at the next Impaired Driving
CEA Team meeting.

Victim impact panels survey results

Laurel reported the 2012 survey results from offenders, multiple
offenders provided good data on how many repeat. The feedback on
treatment (e.g. AA, mandatory driver education) was not as valuable.
You are considered a repeat offender if you have a second DUI within
seven years. 15% repeat within seven years. 2012 is a baseline and the
survey will be redone this year (2014), starting in June. Laurel noted she
has been having problems finding volunteers for this year’s victim impact
panel survey and asked this team to help get the word out. Laurel has
contacted schools and Soroptimist clubs in rural areas. Susan stated she
may be able to have NHP provide some volunteers.

ARIDE (Advanced Roadside Impaired Driving Enforcement)

Susan noted that NHP provides a refresher Standard Field Sobriety Test
(SFST) to everyone every two years through the ARIDE training. She
encouraged other agencies to attend the training and track agency
certification of ARIDE training. Reno PD has two DUI officers and Rob will
check if they have attended and if not can NHP assist in the training. To
get a better handle of certification and training, RPD and UNR would be
interested in ARIDE training.

Focus Areas 2014-2015

After discussion it was decided the first step was to have the strategy
team leaders review the current strategies and action steps and meet
May 15 to discuss.

Action Item:

Consultant staff will assist, as requested, with strategy team
leaders in preparation for the 5/15 meeting.

VIIl.  Data
What data do we need?
Much of this was discussed in the previous agenda item (corridor maps).

However the topic of DUl Admonition forms (a.k.a. Nevada Implied
Consent Warning) came up. Reno Municipal Courts have determined the
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current form is coercive. This court considers the Washoe County form
to be less coercive. Rob wishes to get the word out to other law
enforcement agencies (LEAs) to use the Washoe County form.
Fact Sheets
Chuck asked that the team, at their convenience, review the current
impaired driving fact sheet and suggest new data displays, as well as
editing or deleting current displays. Laura requested 100-150 of the
current fact sheets to distribute.
IX. Next Steps:
Schedule Quarterly Impaired Driving Meetings
The team agreed to the third Thursday of the quarterly month as a regular date, with the
exception of the next meeting to be held 6/26.
Next Meeting: Strategy/Action step review 5/15. Quarterly CEA Team Meeting 6/26

Distribution: To all attendees and the Impaired Driving CEA team roster as of 4/8/2014

Date issued: April 10, 2014
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EXHIBIT 1_OP_NV_CIOT

PARTICIPATION IN CLICK-IT-OR-TICKET NATIONAL MOBILIZATION

Nevada will participate in the 2016 Click It or Ticket national mobilization. The State intends to continue this program’s success by maintaining
the CIOT program element of high-visibility seat belt enforcement. This enforcement will include all of the following elements:

Intensified enforcement activities will be conducted spanning the period of May 16 through May 30, 2016 and will involve participation of law
enforcement agencies serving over 95% of the State’s population. Mobilization activities will be data driven and based on information regarding

the number and severity of crashes or violations (speed) during the past 12 months, types of violations leading to crashes, days of the week and
times of the day that crashes occur, as well as other pertinent data such as type of vehicles involved, driver’s age, etc.

All participating law enforcement agencies submit reports of enforcement events, detailing the number of officers, total number of work-hours,
type of event, number and types of citations issued and arrests made. Once the events are completed, all respective mobilization information
will be reported to NHTSA.

The 2016 Joining Forces program will fund 24 law enforcement agencies which represent over 95% of the State’s population, including the

following:

Carson City Sheriff’s Office Henderson Police Department Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department
North Las Vegas Police Department Reno Police Department University of Nevada Reno Police

Elko County Sheriff’s Office Lander County Sheriff’s Office Lyon County Sheriff’s Office

Mesquite Police Department White Pine County Sheriff’s Office Douglas County Sheriff’s Office

Washoe County Sheriff’s Office Nevada Highway Patrol Nye County Sheriff’s Office

Boulder City Police Department Sparks Police Department Winnemucca Police Department

Lincoln County Sheriff’s Office Mineral County Sheriff’s Office West Wendover Police Department

Washoe County School District Police Department

The Nevada Highway Patrol has three regional commands participating in Joining Forces, encompassing the entire state: Northeast, Northwest
and Southern commands.

Enforcement strategies will include S.T.E.P. and saturation patrols as well as normal patrol duties with a primary occupant protection focus. All
Joining Forces agencies work with other local law enforcement agencies crossing multi-jurisdictional boundaries at these HVE events.

Earned media (press events, news conferences, “kick-off” events, etc.) spanning the entire 2 week campaign will be conducted. Earned meida
will also span the week before the campaign and week after the campaign ends. At least one public event inviting the local media markets will
be held in both the Northern and Southern urban regions of the State during the weeks of May 9 through June 12, 2016.These may include a
press conference, crash victim survivor testimonials or other such rallies to get the message to the public.

Paid media campaign will be conducted from May 9 through May 23, 2016 featuring broadcast advertisements delivering the CIOT message as
the primary message.
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EXHIBIT 2_OP_NV_OP_PLAN

OCCUPANT PROTECTION PLAN

Nevada’s 2016 Occupant Protection plan was developed as prescribed by NHTSA’s Highway Safety
Program Guideline No. 20.

1. Program Management

The goal of the Nevada Occupant Protection Program is to reduce unbelted fatalities and serious injuries
while increasing occupant seat belt usage rates and child restraint use. To achieve this goal a
combination of legislation, enforcement, communication and education strategies will be utilized and
described in the 2016 Occupant Protection Plan.

During 2016, The Nevada Department of Public Safety, Office of Traffic Safety (DPS-OTS) will continue to
provide leadership, training and technical assistance to other State and local agencies, communities, and
non-profit organizations to reduce unbelted fatalities, serious injuries and maintain high seat belt usage.
This will be achieved by supporting program objectives, strategies and activities with the greatest
potential for impact, those of high visibility law enforcement coupled with paid and earned media and
by continuing to provide traffic safety information, education and necessary training to all demographics
of the Nevada community.

The DPS-OTS occupant protection plan is an integral part of Nevada’s Strategic Highway Safety Plan
(SHSP) and the Seat Belt CEA team strategies. The SHSP is a statewide, comprehensive safety plan that
provides a coordinated framework for reducing fatalities and serious injuries on all Nevada public roads.
The plan establishes statewide goals and critical emphasis areas developed in consultation with Federal,
State, local and private sector safety stakeholders. The 2016 Occupant Protection and the Seat Belt CEA
team plans include measurable objectives and related performance measures for both fatalities and
serious injuries. The plans address data collection and analysis, enforcement and media campaigns,
public education for groups with low use rates and traffic safety publications and information for visiting
motorists. The Seat Belt CEA team consists of various state and local agencies, medical community and
private industry representatives, thus, representing the State’s demographic composition. The Seat Belt
CEA team strategies are instrumental to implementation of Nevada’s occupant protection plan and its
objectives.

2. Legislation, Regulation and Policy

Nevada currently has a secondary seat belt enforcement law and has considered adoption of a primary
law for the last seven biennial legislative sessions (odd years). While there are proponents and
opponents of a primary seat belt law in Nevada, the quality and analysis of data used to facilitate the
discussion has kept decision makers informed on the latest seat belt trends in the State. Primary seat
belt laws permit law enforcement officers to cite a driver if he/she is not wearing a seat belt
independent of any other traffic violation. Secondary enforcement laws only allow citations if the officer
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stops the individual for a different violation. To address the issue of data quality, the following action
steps were developed under the Occupant Protection plan and by the Seat Belt CEA team:

* Continue to improve the quality, availability, integration and analysis of seat belt related data;

* Support statewide activities pertaining to a primary seat belt law (conduct public meetings,
interest groups meetings, legislative briefings, etc.); and

* Provide accurate, timely and relevant data to support draft legislation for a primary seat belt
law.

Nevada’s Seat Belt Law

Nevada has a secondary seat belt law. Nevada Revised Statute (NRS) 484D.495 requires the driver and
all passengers, in the front or back seat of any motor vehicle, to wear a safety belt if one is available for
[that] seating position. Exemptions include:

*  Written physician statement certifying the driver or passenger is unable to wear a safety belt for
medical reasons;

* If the vehicle is not required by federal law to have safety belts;

* US Postal Service employee delivering mail in rural area;

¢ If vehicle is stopping frequently, and not exceeding 15 MPH between stops;

*  Public transportation, including a school bus or emergency vehicle

Policy

It is Department of Public Safety policy that all DPS employees are required to wear safety belts at all
times while traveling in a passenger vehicle, while on duty or serving in an official capacity representing
DPS. Overall, it is DPS policy to abide by all Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS), as applicable, which includes
the seat belt law, NRS 484D.495.

Past efforts have failed for those communities who have tried to pass local ordinances requiring seat
belt use as a primary offense.

Nevada’s Child Passenger Protection Law

Nevada’s child restraint law is primary for enforcement.

The 2003 legislation increased age and weight limits in Nevada’s Revised Statutes from age 5 and 40
pounds to age 6 and 60 pounds; addresses booster seats, proper use, and mandatory training for
violators (effective June 1, 2004). NRS 484B.157 requires proper installation and use of child restraints
in motor vehicles for children under age 6 and under 60 pounds. NRS 484D.495 addresses the need for a
driver and any passengers to wear a safety belt in motor vehicles. The seat belt law states that:

“A citation must be issued to any driver or to any adult passenger who fails to wear a safety belt as
requited...If the passenger is a child who: (a) Is 6 years of age or older but less than 18 years of age,
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regardless of weight; or (b) Is less than 6 years of age but who weighs more than 60 pounds, a citation
must be issued to the driver for his failure to require that child to wear the safety belt. “

Nevada’s statutory occupant protection laws require minors less than age 16 who are riding in
passenger vehicles to be properly secured in a child safety seat or other approved restraint system.
Exemptions to NRS 484B.157, child restraints in motor vehicles include:

* Transportation of a child in a means of public transportation, including a taxi, school bus or
emergency vehicle.

* When a physician determines (in writing) that the use of such a child restraint system for the
particular child would be medically impractical or dangerous.

3. Enforcement Program

DPS-OTS recognizes that aggressive enforcement of safety belt and impaired driving laws are truly
effective ways to reduce motor vehicle crashes and fatalities on our highways. DPS-OTS will continue its
commitment to finding resources to assist law enforcement in their efforts to reduce crashes and
fatalities on Nevada’s roadways.

Joining Forces has been a very successful, ongoing multi-jurisdiction law enforcement program in
Nevada since 2002. It covers DUl and Occupant Protection enforcement waves, in line with national
campaigns, through STEP and saturation patrols. Joining Forces provides overtime funds for these
enforcement activities. This program allows smaller, rural agencies to conduct specific traffic
enforcement events for which they would otherwise not have personnel or equipment to participate. It
also promotes camaraderie and cooperation between regional law enforcement agencies.

The May 2015 Click it or Ticket campaign was one of three mandatory events for the Joining Forces

program with a secondary CIOT enforcement campaign in November 2014. Twenty-four of Nevada’s law
enforcement agencies participated in this campaign serving well over 95% of the state’s population. The
November 2014 enforcement campaign alone yielded 4,947 traffic related citations and arrests, which
included 548 seat belt citations, 55 child passenger citations and 11 DUI arrests. Law enforcement
personnel worked 2,136 hours conducting overtime and regular time enforcement activities, including
S.T.E.P. and saturation patrols. The most common traffic violation by far, in the “other” category, was
for speeding infractions (1,457).

Nevada will participate in the 2016 Click it or Ticket national mobilization. The continued focus is needed
on occupant protection strategies that measurably change behavior: high visibility enforcement coupled
with paid and earned media.

4. Communication Program

DPS-OTS will develop and publish behavior-altering public traffic safety announcements and messaging
that address: 1) impaired driving, 2) safety belt usage, 3) pedestrian and motorcycle safety and 4)
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distracted driving in an effort to maintain a downward trend in fatalities and serious injuries on
Nevada’s roadways. All campaigns are part of and support the State SHSP’s Zero Fatalities’ mission and
messaging designed to educate the motoring public and reduce serious injuries and fatalities in Nevada.
The hard hitting media messages will air congruently with highly visible enforcement activities.

Campaigns include TV, radio, on-line, signage, outreach and educational materials when appropriate per
campaign and target audiences. OTS provided funding for paid media for Seatbelt and Occupant
Protection campaigns during November 2014 Click it or Ticket mobilization and utilized national paid
media for May 2015 Click it or Ticket mobilization. This included an educational strategy as well. TV,
radio, bus stop shelter posters and outreach events may all be encompassed in this strategy. These Click
it or Ticket campaigns may also include billboards or other signage (e.g. freeway digital messaging signs).
The campaign includes a hard-hitting paid media message combined with stepped up enforcement of
safety belt laws with the Joining Forces Program. OTS partners with Nevada Department of
Transportation on this campaign and the message is stretched to the maximum under the Zero Fatalities
umbrella and multiple SHSP partnerships.

DPS-OTS will utilize a media mix to cover the primary target audience of men age 18-34. By using radio
and television, there will be opportunities to maximize both the reach and frequency to the available
target. The primary markets will be the Las Vegas metro area including Pahrump, the Reno/Sparks
metro area and Elko. Cable television will be used to reach viewers in rural areas, Carson/Douglas,
Winnemucca, Fallon, Fernley, Yerington and North Lake Tahoe, Laughlin, etc. Hispanic males will be
reached through both the general market schedule and Spanish language television, as the secondary
target market.

5. Occupant Protection for Children

During 2016, DPS-OTS will continue public education efforts aimed at proper use of child safety seats.
While the overall observed day time usage rate (front seat, shoulder belt survey) is well above the
national average, the child seat usage rate is considerably lower. Although Nevada has a primary child
restraint law, much more work is needed in this area.

Child Passenger Safety Advisory Board and Family Vehicle Safety Program

Nevada’s Child Passenger Safety Advisory Board (CPS AB) will continue to play a significant role in
changing Nevada’s CPS landscape. Currently, CPS AB consists of eleven members representing health
professionals, law enforcement, injury prevention, education, public and private child safety advocates,
Safe Kids chapters and nationally certified CPS technicians and instructors. DPS-OTS serves as staff to
this group and provides administrative and operating support.

The 2007 legislation raised the fine for a child car seat violation considerably, dependent on the 1%, 2"
or subsequent violations (NRS 484B.157). The court may reduce the fine if the violator completes a
specialized training program. To meet training program requirements for violators, the Advisory Board
authored the Family Vehicle Safety Program (FVSP) curricula in Spanish and English. This is a two-hour
educational program that includes one hour of classroom and one hour of ‘hands-on’ training to
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participants. In 2014, the Advisory Board updated this curriculum to include the most recent NHTSA
recommendations, curricula and best practice regarding child passenger safety.

DPS-OTS and the CPS Advisory Board will continue their efforts in maintaining this important service to
Nevada’s community by offering FVSP classes in both English and Spanish. An FVSP agency and
instructors must meet minimum qualifications as determined by the CPS Advisory Board. An FVSP
agency must be a non-profit organization and provide a copy of its current 501(c) certification to verify
non-profit status annually. Any revenue generated is to be returned to the child passenger safety
program for sustainability. This program cannot be run for profit per statute. FVSP providers must be: a
currently certified CPS technician or instructor; be an active certified technician for at least one year, to
shadow an existing FVSP instructor before teaching the curriculum alone, and be approved by the CPS
Advisory Board. Currently, Nevada’s FVSP has twenty approved instructors throughout the state. The
education program is accessible to over 91% of the State’s population.

CPS Certified Technicians

To ensure child passenger safety, it is essential that public safety personnel, emergency responders and
other appropriate persons receive necessary CPS training. This information and training will enable them
to educate and inform parents and caregivers throughout Nevada to enhance public access to child
passenger safety information and education.

In 2016 DPS-OTS will continue to sponsor CPS Technician certification and Re-certification training
events to offer flexible certification opportunities for current and new technicians, as well as specific
targeted training for law enforcement officers, first responders and health professionals.

Child Passenger Safety Check Events and Public Information

DPS-OTS will continue to sponsor multiple child seat check events throughout each year, in part by
donating child car seats and providing educational information. During 2014, DPS-OTS supported over
50 seat check events throughout the state. Over 2,000 seats were checked, with 1,800 new seats being
distributed to low income families, and over 3,000 adults educated on properly restraining their children
in motor vehicles. Occupant Protection for Children program grantees provided training and information
to thousands of Nevada parents and caregivers regarding proper use and the importance of using
approved child passenger safety seats.

All agencies receiving DPS-OTS Occupant Protection program grant funding or donated child car seats
must indicate that they will have at least one currently certified CPS Technician or Technician Instructor
staffing the grant funded project. They are also asked to train additional staff, host training events for
the public, and/or become an FVSP provider in their community. Each funded program must be aligned
with the specific demographics of the community they will serve. Whether for a training session, seat
check, or general public event, DPS-OTS maintains an inventory of public information and educational
items for distribution to the public in both English and Spanish.

6. Outreach Program, Ethnic and Age Group Emphasis
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Outreach efforts to low-restraint-use populations in Nevada will be continued in FFY 2016. Hispanics
represent about 27% of Nevada’s population. The state has developed partnerships with local
community groups, to share public information and education items about occupant protection issues
and Nevada law, as well as to increase the awareness of the CIOT campaigns in Nevada. In addition, all
Click it or Ticket paid media and print productions are provided in both English and Spanish, and include
placement with Spanish-speaking media vendor stations statewide such as UniVision, Telemundo,
Entravision, Lotus Broadcasting, Sinclair Media, Charter Media and Anglo Media partners.

Seat belt use and the Nevada CIOT campaigns emphasize teenage vehicle occupant behaviors through
driver education. The Zero Teen Fatalities (ZTF) program is the statewide program to increase safe
driving habits among young drivers (15 to 20 years old). ZTF increases awareness of the need for
seatbelt usage and the dangers of impaired and distracted driving — three critical safety issues in this age
group. The program involves presentations at assemblies, teacher meetings and other educational
events; the identification of teams across the state, which compete in a one-day driving skills
competition, and the development of media messages by teens, for teens, to be distributed to young
drivers.

The 2013 seat belt observational survey results and FARS data demonstrate that 26-35 age males in
pickup trucks wear their seat belts less than other age and gender groups. Since males are the primary
target audience of the CIOT enforcement and media messages, the frequency of outreach and media to
this group in Nevada is necessary.

In 2016 DPS-OTS will continue to lead the Seat Belt CEA team on the following items to increase seat
belt use among groups with lower use rates:

* Educate and inform Nevada law enforcement on occupant protection laws;
* Conduct employer programs; and
* Provide specific seat belt information to public and private driver education instructors.

In 2016 DPS-OTS will continue targeting visiting motorists as a group that requires additional education
resources. Nevada attracts millions of visitors each year, both foreign and domestic; many of whom are
unfamiliar with the traffic safety laws of the State. These visitors may assume traffic laws in Nevada are
similar to those in the jurisdictions where they reside. Educating these visitors to the traffic laws of
Nevada will help to ensure they do not commit unnecessary traffic infractions and, in turn, increase
safety for the traveling public. The Department of Motor Vehicles currently produces summary materiel
for the public that can be distributed at locations frequented by visiting motorists, such as car rental
agencies, highway rest stops and hotels.

7. Data and Program Evaluation

DPS-OTS recognizes that data and program evaluation are an integral part of managing, improving, and
sustaining safety grants, and advocating for traffic safety in Nevada.

Seat Belt Use Data
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Core Behavior Measures: Seat Belt Usage
Target: Maintain a statewide observed safety belt use rate of 90% or higher in 2016.

Actual Performance: The observed safety belt use rate in 2014 was 94.0%, with the eight previous years
use rate being greater than 90%. This is significant for a secondary law state.

Statewide Observational Survey of Seat Belt Use

Nevada 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Safety

belt use 92.0 91.2 91.0 93.1 94.1 90.5 94.8 94.0
rate

The 2016 seat belt observational survey will be conducted as an evaluation component of the national
Click it or Ticket mobilization. The University of Nevada Las Vegas, Transportation Research Center will
conduct all necessary pre and post data collection activities in Clark, Washoe, Lyon, Elko and Nye
Counties to ensure full compliance with NHTSA requirements prescribed in Part 1340 Uniform Criteria
for State Observational Surveys of Seat Belt Use. Pre-mobilization observational surveys of safety belt
use in Nevada will be conducted. Data collection for the pre-mobilization observational survey will begin
no earlier than April 15 and conclude no later than May 12. Post-mobilization observational surveys will
be a full statewide survey for which data collection will begin on or shortly after June 2 and must
conclude no later than June 20.

Performance Measure #4: Number of Unrestrained Passenger Vehicle Occupant Fatalities

Target: Decrease unrestrained fatalities from the 2009-2013 average of 67 to 60 by December 31, 2016.

Actual Performance: The preliminary 2014 data indicates 62 unrestrained fatalities in Nevada, up from
57 in 2013.

Unrestrained Serious Injuries Rates: 169 unrestrained serious injuries were reported in 2013,
representing 14.2% of the 1,189 vehicle occupant serious injuries statewide.

Unrestrained Fatality Rates: 47% percent of Nevada’s motor vehicle fatalities in 2013 year were
unrestrained.

Child Safety Seat Use Data

Performance Measure #12: Nevada Child Passenger Safety

Target: Decrease the number of traffic fatalities of children between ages 0-4 from the five-year average
of 2 (2009-2013) to 1 by December 31, 2016.

The motor vehicle trauma patient data provided by the Nevada School of Medicine, Trauma Center
indicated that 918 child crash victims (ages 0-12) were brought to NV Trauma Centers from 2005
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through 2010.When restraint information was reported, only 72.8% of these children were reported as
being properly restrained.

Studies show that children involved in rollover crashes had the highest incidence rates of incapacitating
injuries. In rollover crashes, the estimated incidence rate of incapacitating injuries among unrestrained
children was almost three times greater than for restrained children. In near-side impacts, unrestrained
children were eight times more likely to sustain incapacitating injuries than children restrained in child

safety seats.

Data show that a majority of Nevada’s children were injured in traffic crashes on a Tuesday, Wednesday
or Saturday.

Studies show that children who are correctly using the appropriate restraint for their sizes and ages are
at a significantly lower risk of sustaining serious or fatal injuries.

The 2012 Child Seat behavioral surveys conducted by the University of Nevada, Las Vegas revealed
important information and key inter-dependencies among the factors involved in peoples’ preferences,
attitudes, and perceptions towards child safety seats. This behavioral survey was conducted in the cities
of Las Vegas, North Las Vegas and Henderson (Greater Las Vegas Area). As per the analysis, Combined
Knowledge Score was found to be 81.57 %, Frequency of Use was found to be 86.19 %, Price Perception
Index was 4.84, Combined Experience Score was 60.11 %, Child Seat Attitude Score was 88.13 % and
Driving Attitude Score was found to be 77.43 %. These results helped in targeting particular
demographics of society during the campaigns for creating awareness regarding child seats and their
proper use.

Data reported by OTS grantees show that approximately 2,400 child car seats were inspected and/or
installed during check point events with less than 1% of these inspected seats having been installed
correctly in 2014. During car seat check events, approximately 1,800 child safety seats including special
need car seats were provided to low income families at little or no cost. OPC program grantees will
continue to provide training and information to thousands of Nevada parents and caregivers regarding
proper use and the importance of using approved child passenger safety seats. During 2014 the Office of
Traffic Safety donated over 400 child car seats to various non-profit organizations, parents and
caregivers of low income.

Motor Vehicle Crash and Medical Outcomes Statistics

Nevada Department of Transportation crash data indicate that in 2013, 21.4% of all 266 fatalities and
14.2% of all 1,189 serious injuries involved vehicle occupants in Nevada who were not wearing
restraints. A large proportion of unbelted fatalities and serious injuries are more likely to occur on
Fridays through Sundays. Between 2009-2013, almost two-thirds (63%) of the unbelted fatalities and
serious injuries occurred in Clark County. Sixty-six percent of such fatalities and serious injuries occurred
on urban roadways.

The Nevada Center for Traffic Safety Research at the University of Nevada, School of Medicine (UNSOM)
will continue development of a workable process for linking and analyzing statewide crash and medical
outcomes data. Statewide analysis of traffic crashes, serious injuries and other pertinent information
were instrumental in providing legislative testimony and briefings to elected officials, informing OTS and
all traffic safety partners and stakeholders. In 2012, the means to overcome technical, legal, and other
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challenges to implementation and linkage of this data system were identified and resolved. As a result, a
state-wide comprehensive repository contains linked trauma records due to motor vehicle crashes
resulting in serious injuries. UNSOM data indicate that during 2005-2011, more than 19,000 motor
vehicle occupants were transported to Nevada trauma centers, and approximately 78% of these patients
were wearing a seat belt.

Public Knowledge and Attitudes About Occupant Protection Laws

The University of Nevada, Reno, Center for Research Design and Analysis conducts a telephone survey
about Nevadan’s driving behavior and attitudes on key safety issues: impaired driving, safety belts,
speeding, and distracted driving. The effect of Click It or Ticket campaigns is also examined.

The 2014 self-reported attitudinal, awareness and behavioral survey regarding seat belt use revealed
that the vast majority of Nevadans (89.7%) always used safety belts when driving or riding in a car, van,
sport utility vehicle, or pick up, another 7.4% reported that they nearly always use safety belts, and a
combined 3% reported sometimes or seldom use them. Although not statistically significant, a
marginally higher percentage of males (9.1%) reported receiving a ticket for failing to wear a seat belt, in
comparison to females (3.6%). However, analyses revealed that there is a clear difference between
attitudes of men and women regarding perceived chances of receiving a citation for not wearing a seat
belt. More female respondents (67.8%) believe they are very likely or somewhat likely to receive a ticket
for this reason, in comparison with their male counterparts (55.9%).

Over the past three years, there was a modest rise in the percentage of Nevadans who report always
using seat belts (85.2% in 2011, 91% in 2012, and 92.1% in 2013). Analysis of percentages suggests that
there were differences in the use of safety belts across age, and strata. As Nevadans age, they become
more and more likely to report that they always wear their seatbelts. Individuals 24 or younger reported
always wearing seatbelts only 87.6% of the time, 25 through 44 year old individuals report 90.6%, 45
through 64 year olds report 91.5%, and those who are 65 and older are always using seatbelts over 95%
of the time. There are differences in seatbelt usage depending of the strata of the respondent as well.
Individuals from rural counties are much more likely to report that they use their seatbelts nearly always
(9.1% in rural, 4.1% Southern, 5% Northern) than those from Northern or Southern Nevada, where
individuals are more likely to report always wearing their seatbelts (94.5% Northern, 93.3% Southern,
86.3% rural).

Finally, DPS-OTS considers occupant protection program evaluation results as an integral part of
program planning and problem identification. This process is designed to identify geographic areas of
the State and types of populations that present specific safety concerns to improve occupant protection
in Nevada.
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EXHIBIT 3_OP_NV_CRS_STATIONS

CHILD RESTRAINT INSPECTION STATIONS

Nevada has an active network of child restraint inspection stations as documented by a current list of active fitting stations. Nevada has a total

of 17 counties of which 8 counties have populations at or below 10,000.

Currently there are 28 fitting stations in Nevada, while 14 stations are located in rural communities providing education and addressing needs

of parents and caregivers to all demographics of these communities. Additionally, most of the fitting stations have bilingual CPS technicians to

service the Hispanic or Latino population. The child restraint inspections stations service the majority of the State’s population — 98.8% and are
distributed as shown in the table below. This existing active network of 28 stations serves all segments of the population including the

underserved segments such as tribal, rural and Spanish speaking communities. As of June 2015, there are 140 CPS certified technicians and

instructors in Nevada. Each station has at least one CPS certified technician who is available to assist the public during official posted hours.

Population and Child Restrain Inspection Stations

County Population White (%) Black (%) American Hispanic or CPS Fitting CPS Techs
(Census Indians (%) Latino (%) Stations
estimates
for 2013)
Churchill 24,045 74.6 2.1 5 13.2 1 2
Clark 2,029,316 46.1 11.5 1.2 30 12 58
Douglas 47,081 81.6 0.9 2.2 11.8 1 5
Elko 52,531 67.8 14 6 23.7 2 3
Esmeralda 832 721 2.8 5 18 0 0
Eureka 2,071 81.2 1.1 2.8 13.3 0 0
Humboldt 17,369 67.3 1.1 4.9 25.2 1 5
Lander 6,074 70.3 1 5.5 23.5 0 0
Lincoln 5,248 85.4 3.5 1.3 7.2 0 0
Lyon 51,400 76.6 1.3 3.2 15.7 5 10
Mineral 4,559 65.9 4.6 16.5 10.6 0 0
Nye 42,298 77.7 2.6 1.9 14.1 1 5
Pershing 6,862 67.4 4 4.3 225 1 0
Storey 3,889 84.7 1.7 2 7.5 0 0
Washoe 433,824 64.7 2.6 2.1 23.3 3 46
White Pine 10,034 73.9 4.5 4.6 14.8 0 2
Carson City 54,061 69.1 2.3 2.7 22.7 1 4
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EXHIBIT 3a_O0OP_NV_CP5_STATICNS
Mewvada Inspection Stations {June 2015}
Ron Wood Family Resource Center
2621 Morthgate Lane, Suite 62
Carson City, NV 89706

Monday-Thursday, 3:00am-4:30pm; Friday 3:00am-Naon
For inspections, drop-ins are encouraged. For installations, please schedule an appointment.

775-884-2269

Contact: Miriam Silis

Additicnal contact: Holly Brown

English/Spanish assistance available. Technicians are Special Needs certified.

Central Lyon County Fire Protection District
231 Corral Drive
Dayton, NY 82403

775-246-5209

Contact: Jennifer Cleppe

Alternate Contact: Ryan lohnson
English/Spanish assistance available.

Family Resource Centers of Martheastern Mevada
331 7th Street
Elko, NY 89801

8:00am-1:00pm

T75-753-7352 or 775-738-89420
English/Spanish assistance available.

Banner Churchill Hospital
801 £ Williams Ave
Falion, NV 88406

2:00am-5:00pm Monday-Sunday; after hours if needed
F75-867-T917 or 775-867-7011

Contact: Steve Tafoya
English/Spanish assistance available
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MWarth Lygn County Fire Pratection Bistrict
195 East Main Street
rerrley, Ny 39408

Call for appuintment,

775-575-3310
Contact: Kasey Miller

SEATS: Safety Education and Training Sarvices
Farnkey, NV 89402

Call for appeintment.

775-232-7131
Contact: Kathy Secrist

St. Rose Dominican Hospitals
Family ta Fzmily Connection
102 E Lake Mead
Herderson, NV 89015

By Appointment Only; Monday-Friday S:00am-4:30pm

702-568-9601
Contact: len Findlay

AAA
10075 South Eastern Ave, Suite 109
Henderson, Ny 29052

call for appointment.

F02-352-9209
Contact: Rebecca Lee

5t. Rose Dominican Hospitals
100 N Green Valley Pkwy
Henderson, NY 29074

Call for appointment,

702-816-4501
(o to Barbara Greenspun Waomen's Care Center of Excellence; Suite 330
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A
3212 W Charleston Ave
Las Vegas, MV 80102

Call for appointment,

702-415-2245
Contact: Carlos Avalos

EastValley Family Servicas
1800 E Sahara Ave, Suite 111,
Las Vegas, NV 89104

Zall for appointment,
702-696-1554 or 702-733-7144

Contact: Jamie Perez-Cruz
English/Spanish assistance avaitable.

Family Resnurce Centar
801 Rancho Lane, Suite 180
Las Vegas, Ny 89105

By appointment only; Manday-Friday 8:00arm-4:30pm

FO2-383-2224
Contact: Rase Gardner

Summerlin Hosaital
57 N Town Center Drive
Las vegas, NV 29114

10:00-Neon; No appaintment necessary

J02-223-7103

Deserl Volkswagen
6375 W Sahara Ave
Las Vegas, MV 85146

Call for appointmeant,

F02-542-A000 or 702-236-3473
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Sunrise Hospital £ Medical Center
3186 5 Maryland Plowy
Las Vegas, NV 32169

Friday; B:00am-11:30arm

FC2-T21-REEG
Cunlact: lzanne harsala

English/5panish assistance available. Technicians are Spacial Neads certified.

University of Nevada Cooperative Extension
1897 W Moapa Walley Bhed
Lagandale, NV 89023

By appzintment only.
FO2-397-2604 Bt 3

Contact: Penny Blair
English/Spanish assistance available.

Fershing County Sheriff's Dffice
355 8th Street
Lenvalack, NY 88419

702-273-511%

University of Nevaca Cooperative Extension
355 W Mesguite Bhed, Suite B5C
Mesguite, NY 230027

By appointment only.
702-397-2604 Ext 3

Contact: Panay Blair
English/Spanish assistance available,

Dagglas County Sheriff's Office
625 8th Street

Mirden, Ny 89423

By appointment only.

775 TEZ 9545
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Olive Crest Family Resource Canter, Femily ta Family Connectioa
2225 W Cheyenng fwvs, Suite 63

Morth Las Vegas, NY 89032

Call far appointmeant.

702-635-3459

Mye Communities Coalition
1022 EvWilson Bd
Pakrump, Ny 39043

7755372323
Cantact: Felicia Lacrai

MNerthern Mevada Fittirg Stetion
505 Bell Street
Rens, NV 89503

Fih-E15-0981
Comacy: Johin Cart
Spocial Neads certified technician,

Maonday-Friday, 8:00am-5:C0pm; Spanish speaking assistance on Monday/Tuesday afternoon

BAA
o755 5 Virginia Street
Aeno, MY 80511

¥75-326-2012
Contact: Melissa Mansfield

Abs 8
4731 Galleria Pkwry, Suite 105
Sparks, NV 89436

By appointment ony.

Fi5-356-2011
Cantact: Allison Crockston
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West Wendover Fire Department
935 W Wendover Blvd
West Wendover, NV 898583

Call for appointment

F75-664-2274

Humhboldt General Hospital
113 E Haskell Streat
Winnemucca, NV 89445

Call for appointment.

775-023-5222 Ext 263
Contact: Debhis Whittaker

Yerington/Mason Valley Fire Protection District
118 5 Main Street
Yarington, MY 29447

Call for appointment.

J75-4632-2261

Yerington Pajute Tribe
171 Campbell Lane
Yerington, NV 89447

Call for appointment,

775-463-T705
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EXHIBIT 4_OP_NV_CPS_TECHS

CHILD PASSENGER SAFETY TECHNICIANS

DPS-OTS will continue to support CPS certification training for occupant protection safety professionals, law enforcement, fire and emergency
rescue and hospital personnel so they can continue to educate the public concerning all aspects of properly using child restraints. To retain its
cadre of certified Child Passenger Safety Technicians and Instructors (140 statewide as of June 2015), DPS-OTS will continue to sponsor CPS
Technician certification and re-certification training events by offering flexible certification opportunities for current and new technicians, as
well as specific targeted training for law enforcement officers, first responders and health care professionals. CPS courses are offered on an as-
needed basis. This approach enables NV DPS-OTS to address immediate needs of Nevada’s population and to reach out to underserved areas
(minority population and/or rural areas). DPS-OTS will host at least three 32-hour NHTSA Standardized CPS Technician courses.

To continue education of the public about proper use of child restraints, and to ensure that each child restraint inspection station and check
events located in the State are staffed with at least one CPS certified technician during official posted hours, Nevada added 37 new certified or
re-certified CPS technicians during FFY 2015. It is essential that Nevada’s child passenger safety advocates, public safety personnel, emergency
responders and other appropriate persons continue to receive necessary CPS certification training and information. This enables them to
educate and inform parents and caregivers throughout the State by enhancing public access to child passenger safety information and
education.

During FFY 2016, DPS-OTS plans to promote and extend CPS certification and re-certification recruitment efforts toward law enforcement
agencies, EMS services, Hospital staff and other traffic safety partners. Specifically, CPS training will be targeted towards bilingual people,
counties with low levels of certified technicians and other underserved populations.

Nevada currently has two Safe Kids coalitions which cover a majority of the state’s population. During 2016, Nevada’s Safe Kids coalitions will
continue to offer the NHTSA Standardized CPS Technician training, re-certification and CEU’s training on their schedules which historically
include 3-5 CPS certifications per year.
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EXHIBIT 4a_OP_NV_CPS_TECHS
MNevada CPS Cerified Technictane and Instuctors {Junp 2015)

First Name [Cast Name [County  JWork Fhone [Email Address [Certification Numkber
Antaine Ani-Hader Clark FO2-372-1147 sntoinenader@om.net TrAGG3d
2ill Addingten Douglas FTo-TH2-0922 waddington@@eo douglas. nv.us TEPACET
Delkis Aitken Humbeldt  F7e-623.5222 asdi@hghospilalws TEEM 96
Tiffany Alexandar Clark FOZ-480G-4100 talexanderi@dps stata. nv_rs T725248
rMichael Applagste Washoe 0G24-4548 rehas! e applzgate.civi@metll.mil T716206
Scolt Arrnon Clak TOZ-577-7170 scoth@mommyrants Cant T735323
Carlos Avalos Clark TO2-415.2245 Cartos_Avalos@ goaaa.cont 1735635
Wichael Baker Clark TR FOO-7330 mibakerg@interact cosd.net T728453
Febecca Barnett Carson City  ¥75-664-74632 rhanetti@d ps_state ny. s TT27254
Wesley Barrett Mys FTE-T727-0970 WesEinyeco.org T7253%36
James Bemosky Clark FO2.r958-TR30 jieernosky@interact.coad. net TF3E012
Judith Bickelt Washoe FTE-T71-8475 bickett familyi@sheglobat net TET 035
Panny Blair Clark FOZ-397-2604 blair_panny@yahos com TO35361
Charles Bowrman Lyan FTo-245-8204 chowman@eentralfineny.org THESSES
Carrie Brown Waghoe F75-328-5162 chrown,_ 345 @yahos.com TFO3260
D' Myse Brown Clark FO2-731-866R dnyse.safekidz@armal com 1512882
Hally Brown Carson Gy 775-B04-2269 childsafety@carson-family_ arg TBEET766
karci Burke YWashoe FYE-026-1604 m-burkedhcharer.net 1301235
John Carl Washoe T7h-354-8823 carljohndi@yahoo com 12031
Hanry Ceniuafo Claik FOE-BA3-101 Fx5032  cenlunloh@cityofnorthlasvegas. com ToooaE4
Rachel Ching Washeoe 775-720-5951 rachel@nurturing e stren. com TEE8125
Jennifer Cleppe Lyon TTE-245.6209 feleppeficeniralireny.ang TE46745
Shely Cochran Clark FO2-8682-01G5 swindhalzé@hetrmail cam TETHAT
Shane Collins Churchik  ¥F75-B7-7911 shana.coflins@@bannsibaallh,com TFO2170
Cailie Corle: Washoe F75-325-5182 coorez@raleclinic.org TT25¥48
Connor Cosgrove Clark TO2-T31-0864 jeanne. safekids@gmail com |GE0855
Craig Cosgrove Clark FO2-451-5857 crargoosgrove245GEmmaH. com T73304%
Jeanie Cozgrove Marsaka Claek FO2-731-0863 jaanne. cosgrove @hoaheatthcare. sorm 045
Allison Crookston Washoe TT5-35G-3011 Alhson Crookston @gaAsA. cam TG2105
Jilkizn Croel VWashoe {75-T5-0600 icrowli@washoecounty us TrEza2
Balzy Cruz-Perez Clark 702-731-8668 aruzdaizyilgmall com T7OMHES
barisela Cuelfar Clark TO2-346-3030 marizela @sunsisechildran.org TOAL065
Caniel cummings Lyon TT5-246-6208 dedmmings@eanlralfireny. org Tr26917
Laura Czajkowskl Clark E30-658-4117 Lyoung3?@sboglobal et T725452
Theodare Czajlowskl Clark TO2-432-4414 fczajkowskifldps. sate.nv.us TF29086
Jana Dagemman Clark FO2-808-2736 jenagdagemians, com TOF83
Jirn Dagaman Clark F02-70R-2522 jimialacartebehe. com Torgz
hAargan Bailey Washoe T75-690-0658 motgyvrggmail com TE26315
Johin Daviz Washoe TTE-B2G-150E jHavis@unr.edu TE41153
Mikayla Deardaorfi Washoa 775.7B4-5327 mikayta.dearderfimihs. gov TIE2297
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Cathryn
Peter
WJoyce
Aisha
Maithew
Mick
Melissa
Jennifer
Wictoria
Kathryn
Johiny
Madia
Cecilia
Rose
FPama
Emily
Albison
Jolin
Moekeesf
Tanya
vtark
Jody
Ryan
Jason
CHRIS
Ryan
WAlKE
Shane
Dramiied
Joan
hristing
Feticia
Jackie
Rebecca
Dawmn
David
Walenline
Chris
Sedn
Melissa
Jess
Joaguin
Manuela
Keith

Deles
Duraze
Edgerman
Fanning
Ferran
Fetcho
Fialding
Findtay
Fisher
Fivelstad
Fong
Futkerson
Galinato
Gardnar
Gillam
Goldmart
Grater
Hansen
Hernry
Hernandez
Hitey

Huit
Hurmnel
Hymer
JIMENEZ
Johnson
KEES
Kennedy
K
Wrarmer
Krisinger
Lacrom
Lawson
Les
Lebdastar
Long
Lovelave
Lucas
Bailoy
manzfield
Marge
Maraier
Martines
Massenburg

Clark
Clark
Chwirchill
Clark
Clark
Clark
Lyon
Glark
Washoe
Washoe
Yashoa
Clark
Clark
Clark
Washos
Humbaltdt
Washos
Elko
Washos
Washose
\Washoe
Clark
Washoo
Washoe
Washae
Lyon
Washos
Clark
Elkeg
Clark
Clark
My=
Washoe
Clark,

Whilz Fine

Washoa
Washoes
Oouglas
Clark
Washoe
Clark
Clark
Washosa
Cilark

F02-383-2220
Ti2-383-2229
Tro-217-0832
T2-623-8440
F02-731-3000
T}2-491-4475
TTE-A63-2281
Fo2-E68-9601
FTo-B58-5700
F75-853-5724
F75-A34-2500
T02-571-2270
868-220-2685
TO2-267-8B568
Ti5-TAS-5644
TTH-G23-5222
FrE-3A7-TTH4
TI5-738-5770
TIo-326-0008
Fr5-7A5-1310
F5-324-2300
FR-AL3-1816
FTE-357-¥ 749
FTo-TB4-5327
FPE-337-7795
IT5.246-8209
FTe-3a7-7758
FO2-798-7830
7rh-664-2274
TO2-455-4657
805-463-6007
TTE537-2525
7YE-TRE-8675
F2-352-9200
FP5-208-5113
TrE-323-0478
T75-328-5162
T7E-G35-3501
F¥2-432-4415
FIE-326-2012
BHE-TTE-1681
Tr2-731-BEEE
Fi5-321-3185
FO2-257-5000

Sheet

Cathryr. Dalee@umesn. com
Petar. Durazo@Eumaes n.cont
foycaedgemong@amail. com
aefanningd@yahceo.com
roatihew, Farrar @hoahealthcans com
hickEintaract.ecsd. et
mifietding@lyon-county.arg
f2flen@man.com
viisher@@remsa-cfocom
kirealslad@remsa-cloeom
fongj@ren gov
nfulkersonEmedicing. nevad . edu
galit0Is@umn.edu
rese.gardnerd umesn, com
pgillam@washoecounty. us
goldmaneg@hghospital we
AGraberiwashosschools. net
jahn hanseng@ihs gov

abenry. Ahs@E@ornail.com
thernandezfrals.om
mhiltyBa8E&Ryah no.com
HoltlLelarkcauntynv goy
Rhummelf@washoeschools. net
jasanhymengins. gov
CJIMENEZDWASROESCHOOLS NET
riohneenesniralfireny.erg
mkess@Ewashoeschoals net
srkennedy@inleract. coso nat
dkimE@weatwendovercity com
kramerfoficlarcountyny goy
ciiristing. krisingergus. af mil
feliciaf@nyscc.or
Hawsongwashpocounty.us
Rebecca Lasgoaas. eom
elyfre@gmail. corm
diongintrf@@yaheo, com
viovetace@raicelinic.ong
clrcasmtahoefire. cam
smalloy@dps state.nv.s
MelizsaMansfield@gobAs com
sessironix@act.com
joaquin.safekids@amail.cons
nriarinez@@washeeschoots net
kefih massenburg@eityofherderson.com
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TT28045
T¥33503
THE7ES
THAL206
Traa0s3
T728443
TEES982
1558953
1E20862
TEE133
TE92014
TT3a714
T0477
T710441
TF22323
Traama
TESE18T
THA1E20
TEE1D0E
TF15725
TBOISET
TEHRHTS
TT15554
TaE1292
THEG236
TEBE5E5
Teo&ad
1727594
TERYE22
TEH0745
TE55147
TT1006G
TF22324
TF2L835
T723856
THGT119
TF1FT42
THEGR
T723M
T714885
T722179
1581142
TE51133
TFEYETH
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Robert
shara
Sannie
Tawanda
Shannon
hAcninue
Fachel
MNannette
Davld
Kasey
Rhonda
Timothy
RAFAEL
Brandarn
Tirothy
Erica
Yazir
bark
Ashlay
JARIE
pielinda
Doty
Britiany
hWiarlaina
Margaret
Connie
Walita
Monma
SETOin
Claylon
Wstor
Jass
GLORLA
Car
Kativy
Faren
hiriam
Gricelda
Theresa
Torld
helzea
Steven
Patly
Tomy

hWayar
tcCadden
MeClelland
Melnlosh
McMair
Maars
Medeiros
M etamed
Melkanian
Millar
Miltar
Billiggan
MORAM
Murphy
Myers
Mansen
Mauhm-EBarrios
Monvand
Qliphant
FEREZ-CRUZ
Peterann
Pewilt
Phillips
Porter
Pragnal|
{fucketl
Cluerta
Famirez
Heynoso
Ridley
Romers
Rosner
SAWYER
Schreeder
aecrsl
Serink
Sifia

Solo
Spinuzzi
Straup
Stuente!
Tafoya
Taylor
Thalman

Clark
Washoe
Ylashoe
Clark
Washoe
Washos
Wiashos
Clark
‘Washoe
Lyome
Lyon
Clark
Washeae
Claik
Lyan
Clark
Lyan
Rouglas
Clark
Clark
Clark
Clark
Hurmbeldt
Nye
Washoe
Clark
Woshos
Clark
Clark
Droyghas
Carson City
Mye
Clark
Washae
Washos
Washos
Carson Gily
Humboldt
Lytres
Dotglas
Clark
\Washoe
Elk
Clark

FO2-FE8-7530
FPH-357-4570
FFG-857.0585
TO2-LAE-SG01
T Te-325-3008
TI5-225-G064
TTR-353-8936
TI0-374-3066
T75-B58-7500
TT5-875-3310
TT5445.5150
6331017 = 5101
TIB-337-TT86
TIH2-383-2000
FI5-575-0310
TO2-363-2225
Trh-246-6209
T75-588-3519
413-885-3001
TO2-241-8443
TO2-G16-5466
FO2-433-5044
¥75-B23.5222
FTA-FET-8a70

TOZ-B1E.5405
FrH-329-5162
FO2-b51-2792
026331102
FrE-TE2-9022
T 75-604-2260
TT3-482-9883
801-4514-2258
0O0-000-00a0
TT-232-7131
773-BAB-8085
7TH-GR4-22654
FToG23-5222
FT5-453-2281
T73-287-1955
TO2-4£9-38482
I75-233-2054
TT5-745-1428
70Z2-581-5904

Sheetlt

rarmayeri@interaci.cesd.ngt
smecaddeni@washeecounty.ua
grealinhgen@gmail.cam
tawanda dancef@yahon con
ahwahnee2G@yahon.com
spazyuald4 b4@gmail.com
Pimedairos@wachoeschools het
nannettemetamed @gmail con
melkontan-mediciiholmail.com
ki e i o thiyonfire.com
jemillersi@msn.cam
nillfigart@cityainothlasvegas.com
RMORANE@WASHOESCHOOLS NET
braredsn, murphyEl Urmcsn. G
\mysrs@nortnlyanfiie. com

Erica. Mansaengie mesn, cem
yoavhim@centralfirenv.org
rmnomwopdidtanosfire. com
acmili=BE@yahon.com

jarme @els org
melindza_pelersooidignityhealih.erg
dpewittEdps. slafenv.us
phillipsb@hghospital ws
Martgins@@nyacs. oy
nevadapedigmarl.cona

conhie, prckeit@dignityhealthoorg
wijuera@@rsicolinie.om
norma.ramirez@dcts. nv.goy
ReynosoS@cityofnorthlasvenas. com
CRidley@co.dauglas.m.us
victor@earson-family.ong
Jessfinyacs.org
glyutah@griail. cam
redddawgrafesi@sbeglobal net
secfslinkglskhoglobal. net
refosarinks@yahoo.com

miriam @carsan-family.org
sotoggRhahospital wa
rvbilling @l yen-county. org
tstrovp@iahoefire.com
cetuenkel@dps stalemeus
steven. laloyai® omail-com
Patricia Taylon@ihs. goy
tBhalmani@interact. cosd. net
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T720186
TT20663
TEAS947
TT23951
Tr26081
T730716
T7i5482
TEOHE62
TEEEE3D
TO3EE30
TEI98268
TBRE151
530386
TE41803
TT2EFT0
TT2E5936
TFI7962
T734258
THA3515
TF33052
TF23377
1710466
TF20337
TE?T20
733054
TH17744
TE906E6
To4857
TE24062
TT16334
Tr25334
TE4a721
T7410

I56548{)
TE4 1268
T837129
Tea443
TO455%1
THA303
T734559
TFOE070
TE4347
TT26195
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% Benjamin West Washoe TPE-G31-7478 bwesb@agrrail.com TEO7465
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E Joy Yilzon Washoo Tio-337-7717 JONE son@washoeschools. nel TEEE180
2 Barbara Warkman Mye: Tr-AG2-0883 Barbarafinyecc.org T72B333
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STATE OF NEVADA
TRAFFIC RECORDS

COORDINATING COMMITTEE

CHARTER

Revised May 1, 2013

For Information Contact the Nevada Department of Public Safety
Office of Traffic Safety (775) 684-7470
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STATE OF NEVADA
TRAFFIC RECORDS COORDINATING COMMITTEE

PART I - CHARTER

Whereas various state and local governmental agencies have recognized the need to work
together to integrate Highway Safety Information Systems to enhance decision making and save
lives and injuries on Nevada’s highways,

And whereas various state and local governmental agencies have agreed to collaborate in the
development and implementation of a Highway Safety Information System improvement program
to provide more timely, accurate, complete, uniform, integrated and accessible data to the traffic
safety community;

And whereas various state and local governmental agencies have agreed to collaborate in the
development and implementation of a Highway Safety Information System strategic plan that
insures that all components of state traffic safety are coordinated,

Therefore the following Charter is created to establish a Traffic Records Coordinating
Committee (TRCC) as agreed upon by the participating agencies:

Objective:

The objective of the TRCC is to provide leadership and coordinate resources to address the
timeliness, accuracy, completeness, uniformity, integration and accessibility of traffic records
data.

Traffic Records Committee Goal:

To improve the timeliness, accuracy, completeness, uniformity, integration and accessibility of
traffic related data needed to identify priorities for national, state, and local highway and traffic
safety programs.

Traffic Records Committee Structure:

The Traffic Records Committee is established at two levels. The Executive Level; hereafter
referred to as the Nevada Executive Committee on Traffic Safety (NECTS), and the Technical
Level; hereafter referred to as the Traffic Records Coordinating Committee (TRCC). The
authority, duties, and responsibilities of the TRCC are listed herein.
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COMMITTEE
Traffic Records Coordinating Committee Authority:

o The TRCC’s primary authority is to complete projects for the integration and
enhancement of the Highway Safety Information Systems in Nevada.

o FEach member of the TRCC shall serve at the discretion of their respective agency.

o Members shall receive no compensation, other than that received in the
performance of their assigned duties.

e The TRCC shall elect a chair and vice-chair.
o The chair shall serve for a period of two years, with election in even number years.

e The vice-chair shall serve for a period of two years and will be elected in odd
number years.

o FElections shall be held annually at the regular TRCC meeting scheduled prior to
and closest to the month of June, with the office holder chosen by a majority vote of

the TRCC member agencies present at the meeting, and the office assumed on July
1.

e The chair shall be responsible for calling meetings of the committee, notifying
members, preparing and posting meeting agendas, and maintaining records of
meetings.

